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LONDON, AUGUST 12, 1865. 
—_—»——— 
WE HAVE BEEN ASKED to give publicity to the sub- 





joined memorial, and have taken pains to satisfy our- 


selves that the case described is a genuine one, and 

well worthy of the substantial sympathy of the pro- 

fession. 

Besides the subscriptions there mentioned some others 
have been received from gentlemen, some of whom fill 
high positions, but who wish their names not to be pub- 
lished. We trust that that liberality towards its mem- 
bers which has always been one of the boasts of the 
the profession will not be in this instance belied. 

The MEMORIAL of Mr. ELIAS ISAACS, late of No. 33, 
Jewry-street, Aldgate, but now of No, 29, Regina-road, 
Hornsey-road, attorney and solicitor, 

Sheweth—That your memorialist was admitted an attorney 
and solicitor in the year 1797, and is now upwards of ninety 
years of age. 

That, owing to severe pecuniary losses and the expense 
consequent upon the education and bringing-up of two 
families, your memorialist has not had it in his power to 
make any provision for himself or children in his de- 
clining years. 

That your memorialist has a wife and three daughters by a 
second marriage, all totally dependant upon him for support ; 
and the only means at his disposal consist of a sum of £4 
per month allowed him by a son by his first marriage. 

That your memorialist’s infirmities of mind and body, 
owing to his advanced age, have, for the past two or three 
years, rendered him incapable of further exertions for his 
own and childrens’ support, but it has been suggeeted that, 
if through the kindness of the judges, counsel, and members 
of his own profession, a small fund could be raised to 
establish his three daughters in business as milliners (for 
which occupation they are well adapted), they may, through 
their exertions, be enabled to support themselves and thus 
relieve their father from a duty which circumstances and his 
very advanced age have rendered him wholly unable to 
perform. 

That in order to assist the accomplishment of the above 
object, Messrs. Pritchard & Collette, of No. 57, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, W.C., Solicitors (and who have known your me- 
morialist through a long course of honourable practice), have 
kindly consented to become the recipients of such pecuniary 
aid as the different members of the profession may in their 
liberality kindly entrust to their care, in order, if possible, 
to carry out the before-named objects. EK. Isaacs. 

Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, £5 5s.; Alfred Jones, £5 5s.; 
J. Morris (Ashurst & Morris), £5 5s.; J. Tilleard (Tilleard, 
Son, Godden, & Holme), £5 5s.; Loftey, Potter, & Son, 
£5 5s.; Dawes & Son, £5 5s.; Davidson, Carr, & Bannister, 
£5 5s.; Venning, Naylor, & Robins, £5 5s.; George W. K. 
Potter (Secondary of London) £5 5s, 


A MEETING of the Manchester Patent Law Reform 
Association was held at the Town Hall, Manchester, on 
the 8th inst., and was well and influentially attended. 
Mr. William Fairbairn presided. On the recommenda- 
tion of Mr. Thomas Webster, Q.C., it was resolved to 
petition the Lord Chancellor, as head of the Patent 
Law Commissioners, to carry out in its integrity the 
law passed in 1852, which, it was stated, had been 
allowed to fall into abuse, and which, if properly ad- 
ministered, would do away with many of the complaints 
at present made as to the inefficiency and impolicy of 
patent laws. A committee was appointed to draw up a 
memorial, and to submit the same for approval as early 
as possible, 





THE FOLLOWING QUESTION of mercantile law is men- 
tioned in the city article of the Times of the 29th ult., 
and as it contains a point on which lawyers will pro- 
bably differ from mercantile men, it may be useful to 
call attention to it :-— 

A letter from Rotterdam to the London and China Tele- 
graph gives the following detail of an instance of gross injustice 
resulting from the present state of mercantile law in Holland. 
It is to be hoped, for the credit of the Dutch Government, 
that there are some points in the matter that would place 
it in a different light :— 

Some time ago two London houses, Irving, Ebsworth, & 
Holmes, and Kemble, Trower, & Co., bought of the sugar 
refiners, Wythoff & Zoon, at Amsterdam, a considerable 
quantity of sugar on a warrant. Four months elapsed from 
the time the sugar was duly paid for before the refiners 
stopped payment. One of our old sugar laws gives the 
Government a preferential claim in such a case, so that the 
sugar which the London house bought and paid for, but 
which still lay in the Amsterdam docks in the name of the 
refiners, became the property of the Government for duties 
owing by the Messrs. Wythotf & Zoon. The Government, 
however, acknowledged the injustice of this and proposed to 
the Second Chamber to make restitution to the London 
houses of about half the amount produced by the sale of the 
sugar at auction. This proposal was carried unanimously ; 
but I regret that not one of the members made a motion 
to indemnify the London houses i ¢oto, and I am astonished 
that not one of your contemporaries has published anything 
relative to this important question. 

It is to be observed that the name of the writer of 
this letter does not appear, but judging from its tenor, 
he would seem to take more than a passing interest in 
the two London houses who suffezed the loss of their 
sugar. 

Without doubt the Dutch law is inconvenient, and 
might with advantage be altered so as to release property 
held by a bailee from the operation of the bankruptcy 
laws of that country. But this is not the whole point ; 
for it would seem that the sugar was, as it were, in 
bond for the duty payable upon it, and that the Govern- 
ment “attached” it for the payment of other duties due 
from the persons who were its ostensible owners. It 
may have been a mere accident that the whole value of 
the sugar was less than the amount due from the Dutch 
firm for duties, but any other assets of the firm would 
in the course of liquidation become available for pay- 
ment of the value of the sugar, and the London credi- 
tors would come in with the other creditors of the 
Amsterdam firm to share those assets. By a mere act 
of grace the Dutch Government seem to have con- 
sidered that the law worked harshly and to have re- 
mitted in favour of the London merchants part of 
the value of the sugar which would otherwise have been 
swallowed up, but we are at a loss to see how this very 
generous proceeding can be called or estimated as nig- 
gardly, and made a pretext for calling on the Dutch 
Government to “indemnify” a private firm in London 
for a loss they have incurred in the course of their trad- 
ing, not with the Dutch Government, but with a private 
firm in Holland, for their own profit. Crown debts have 
a like preferential claim in England, and we never 
heard of the right being relinquished, even to the ex- 
tent here described. We fancy we see the writer of the 
letter in question applying to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer for remission of duties in a similar case where a 
Dutch house were the sufferers, and can easily guess 
what sort of answer he would get. Such a proposal is a 
preposterous mistake; those who trade with a foreign 
country, however friendly, must submit to the laws of 
that country as regards their transactions and their goods, 
the subject of those transactions, in the same manner as 
they must be amenable in person to the laws of any 
foreign countries they may happen to be in or to travel 
through. 

In point of fact the Dutch law, as described in the 
letter in question, is not so harsh as the corresponding 
law of England, which gives to the Crown a right, not 
merely to impound the goods in respect of which the 
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duty is claimed, but to be paid the duties in full out of 
the general assets of the debtor before any private cre- 
ditor can take a single farthing. 





WHAT TAKES PLACE in our convict prisons will 
engage the attention of the authorities, and of all those 
who have read the report of the prisoner Jarvis’s 
address to the Bench at Croydon.* From time to time 
public attention has been called to the comparative 
merits of prison and workhouse fare in the estimation 
of those who had tried both, and it has appeared, in a 
kind of general way, that the prison was the more 
popular as a continued residence. The days of Howard 
are long gone by; and so far as public regulation is 
concerned, the danger to be encountered is of a different 
class, viz., that we may make the convict’s cell or the 
workhouse ward more comfortable and attractive than 
we can ever hope to see the home of the lowest grade of 
the honest dadependent poor. But we must take care 
that the individual caprice or spite of particular officers 
is not permitted practically to reverse our policy. 

The soi-disant philanthropist who desires to see con- 
victs treated with every regard to their comfort and con- 
venience, appears to forget that it is for punishment, and 
—so far as regards them—for punishment only, that the 
convict class are isolated from the rest of the world, and 
condemned to forced labour. 

Our readers will recollect that not long since, when the 
comparison before referred to had been brought promi- 
nently to public notice, some of the gaol authorities in 
the country took up the matter strongly, and some 
changes were made which effected a decrease in the 
luxury of the diet, and an increase in the severity of the 
labour. Winchester gaol was one which set an example 
in this respect. We expressed ourselves at the time in 
favour of this change, and we continue of that opinion, 
which is not, we think, inconsistent with our present 
strong feeling that there is something very wrong at 
Woking. Convicts may be treated with kindness and 
humanity, and even with sympathy, by those who have 
authority over them, without any relaxation of the neces- 
sary discipline, and without for one moment affording 
them any of those substantial comforts which honest 
poverty finds inaccessible; and though we still adhere to 
our opinion that the proper rule should be the minimum 
of food and the maximum of work consistent with 
reasonable health and strength, we desire to see the 
convicts treated on a system, and not subjected to the 
caprices of crotchety doctors, or the spite of unfeeling 
warders. It is impossible that the man Jarvis, who ap- 
pears for years to have followed a career of crime of the 
educated order, can meet with much sympathy from 
thinking men on the ground merely of any suffering, 
real or imagined, which he may have undergone in the 
course of his different periods of imprisonment. It is 
said that the man is a cripple, and he complains that he 
has not received that consideration which was due to his 
infirm state, and that his complaints as to his health 
were treated as (Charles Reade’s old bugbear) “ Sham- 
ing.” 

Now, we are not inclined to lend a favourable ear to 
the complaints of a systematic forger and smasher, or to 
pity him because he found his imprisonment irksome 
and unpleasant (and we have it on record that he was 
violent and unmanageable) ; yet we feel bound to say 
that such a truthful aspect rans over the whole of his 
statement, that it seems essential to the public interest 
that the charges made by him against the prison autho- 
rities should be investigated. 

These charges amount to this:—That the doctor 
deliberately refused to recognize the symptoms of 
a painful disease, and persisted in keeping him 
on food calculated to aggravate the complaint; that 
an attempt on his part to bring to the notice 
of the authorities certain disgraceful practices which 
prevailed in the prison, was punished as insubordi- 





* 9 Sol, Jour, 893, 








nation, and the practices not inquired into; that one 
of the warders, with the connivance (to say the least 
of it) of the doctor, exposed him for a fortnight, while 
lying helpless in bed, to a draught of cold air night and 
day for the purpose of spiting him; that one of the 
directors to whom he made his complaint, refused to 
interfere, and said “he had nothing to do with it;” and, 
last and worst, that an abominable system of torture is 
practised against all the convicts as part of the regular 
discipline of the gaol. We hope that these charges are 
not all true; but there seems much verisimilitude 
about a material portion of them. If a prison warder 
takes a dislike to a peer, it is easy to make 
his life miserable, and if an wuncorroborated com- 
plaint made by a prisoner is to subject him to punish- 
ment for a frivolous complaint, a warder has nothing to 
do but to lie, and then “pay him off” for complaining. 
It is therefore difficult so to arrange matters that 
the truth can be ascertained between a convict, who 
will probably lie, and a warder put on his defence, who, 
if guilty, can lie with perfect impunity; and in the 
result the convict generally seems to suffer. 

This is perhaps inseparable from a condition of penal 
servitude—at least, we find that exactly the same rela- 
tions existed between the slaves and overseers in the 
West Indies and the Southern States ;—but we confess 
that when a director of the prison visits the cell to in- 
spect the arrangements, it seems strange that he should 
refuse to listen to a prisoner’s complaint. It is no part 
of a convict’s punishment that the warder should be 
permitted to inflict either mental or physical torture 
upon him, and if the directors will only do their duty, 
the law has provided means whereby every complaint 
of a prisoner may receive the attention it deserves. It 
is monstrous to punish prisoners for ‘ frivolous com- 
plaints,” unless some means is provided for proper in- 
vestigation, so as to corroborate the word of a prisoner 
whenever it is susceptible of corroboration. The result of 
the opposite system is, that all complaints are liable, as 
is now practically the case, to be treated as frivolous, 
and therefore punishable. 

Quis custodict ipsos custodes? Some watch over the 
warders themselves is evidently wanted, 

While, however, we would — prisoners from 
undue severity exercised by underlings without autho- 
rity, it is satisfactory to be well assured that penal 
servitude is a substantial punishment, and not a mere 
retirement from the aed on good diet and gentle 
exercise, 





Genny v. SmitH, in which case the Vice-Chancellor 
Kindersley delivered his judgment on the 18th ult. , 
contains an important question as regards traders in 
these days of “advertising dodges,” and artful ways of 
making money. His Honour in delivering judgment 
said :—The plaintiffs represent the well-known firm of 
Thresher & Glenny, hosiers, of the Strand, and the de- 
fendant was for above two years in their employ. He 
then set up tor himself at No. 122, Oxford-street, where 
he carries on the same species of business, and it was the 
mode in which he advertised his trade on his shop that 
was now the subject of dispute. On the upper part of 
the house were the words “shirt maker,” in large cha- 
racters ; below that, and immediately over the shop 
(still on the wall) “and Indian outfitter.” Then came 
a striped blind, on which were the words “from 
Threcner & Glenny,” the words “ Thresher & Glenny,” 
being in large characters, and “ from” in comparatively 
very small ones, and oblique in position ; and the same 
thing was repeated on two brass plates—one beneath 
each window—the defendant’s name being alone placed 
over the windows in large characters, but when the blind 
was down this could not be seen from the opposite side 
of the way, although it might by a person near the 
window looking up under the blind. The defendant 
had set up business in May last, and it appeared that a 
conversation had taken place between him and a person 
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named Atkins, with reference to this use of the names of 
his employers. The plaintiffs filed their bill to restrain 
this use of their name by the defendant, and the Vice- 
Chancellor granted a perpetual injunction in the terms 
asked, 

This case will, no doubt, be quoted hereafter as regu- 
lating the law on this subject, and it ought to be well 
understood that it is easy to go too far in indicating < 
former connexion with another firm in advertising a 
business. 

The Vice-Chancellor, in his judgment, referred 
minutely to the various phases in which names exhibited 
might appear, observing that the plaintiffs and their 
predecessors had carried on business for a century and 
a-half, and for twenty-five years had done so with 
considerable reputation. “Lord Kingsdown, in the 
Leather Cloth Company’s case, has laid down the 
principle that a man has no right to put up his goods 
for sale as the goods of a rival tradesman ; and, though 


principle applies here. A man has a right to take ad- | 


vantage of the character and reputation of a firm with 
which he has been connected, but if he uses the name 
he must do it in connexion with his own. The real 
question is whether the defendant has so used the 
names as to deceive the public. Persons knowing of 
the question would be affected by a foregone conclusion, 
and I, having several times passed the shop since the 
case was heard, was in that position. But the question 
was whether the heedless, incautious, unwary persons 
might not be deceived. I think that many persons 
might be misled, without saying that there was an in- 
tention to deceive, still what was done was calculated 
to mislead the public to suppose that the defendant’s 
shop was the shop of the plaintiffs.” The point is by 
no means a new one, but we do not remember to have 
met with a case so readily to be understood and applied 
to the daily experience of both shopkeepers and their 
customers. 


THE CONDUCT OF THE POLICE, their arbitrary and 
unwarrantable proceedings, and the utter impossibility 
of placing any reliance in their sworn testimony, have 
been for a long time the subject of animadversion and 
complaint among the profession, periodically swelling 
into indignation at every Court of Quarter Sessions, and 
occasionally even finding its way into the organs of 
public opinion, A notable instance, or rather set of 
instances, of that which the people are slow to believe, 
but which every barrister and attorney whose practice 
lies at Quarter Sessions knows to be of perpetual recur- 
rence, will be found in the columns of the Daily News 
of the 8th inst., in the report there given of the pro- 
ceedings at the Worship-street Police-court. 

This evil, and a most serious one it is, is ereatly 
aggravated by the indisposition of the magistrates cither 
to disbelieve any policeman whom it is possible by any 
stretch of credulity to believe, or to visit in any fitting 
manner the sins of those who are undeniably found out. 

Why Mr. D’Eyencourt did not, in the cases referred 
to, direct the policemen to be prosecuted for perjury, it 
is not easy to see; but one thing is evident, that the 
present crying iniquity will never be checked, until the 
police, as a body, are made to feel—first, that their un- 
supported testimony will not be accepted as irrefragable ; 
and, secondly, that if proved to have deliberately sworn 
to a false accusation, their offence will be considered as 
containing elements of peculiar aggravation. As matters 
now stand, the poorer class of housekeepers and artizans 
are absolutely at the mercy of a body of men not in- 
clined to use their advantages with moderation, and 
not over scrupulous in the means they make use of to 
secure yar in any unpleasant emergencies. 

OUR READERS Will learn with regret the unexpected, 
though scarcely sudden, death of a distinguished member 
of the profession, Professor Aytoun died at six o’clock 


on Friday morning, 4th inst, at a small shooting lodge 
at Blackhills, near Elgin. He had been in declining 
health for some months, but no immediate danger was 
apprehended. The following biographical notice of 
the professor is taken from Mr. Knight’s “ English 
Cyclopedia”: — 

William Edmondstoune Aytoun, Professor of Rhetoric in 
the University of Edinburgh, was born in Fifeshire in 1813, 
and edneated in the Edinburgh University, where in 1831 
he gained the prize for his poem of ‘*Judith.” For some 


| time Mr. Aytoun practised as a writer to the signet at Edin- 


burgh, but in 1840 he was called to the bar. By his 
writings and his social qualities having obtained a high 
local reputation, Mr. Aytoun was in 1845 appointed to the 
chair of rhetoric in the University of Edinburgh, and his 
leetures have amply sustained his previous celebrity. His 
local standing has also been supported by his position as 
editor of Blackwood’s Magazine, in which office he succeeded 
his father-in-law, John Wilson, and he has eontributed to 


| the magazine many sparkling essays and sharp criticisms, as 
that was the case of rival manufacturers, the same | 





well as much poetry. His services to the Conservative 
cause were acknowledged by his appointment by the Derby- 
Disraeli ministry in 1852, as sheriff and vice-admiral of the 
Orkneys. His claim to public notice as a poet is tounded 
mainly on his ‘* Lays of the Scottish Cavaliers,” 8vo., Edin., 
1849 (10th edit., 1857), which are marked by a good deal of 
the old Scottish ballad spirit and energy, with an ample share 
of modern nationality ; but he has also published ‘ Poland, 
and fother Poems,” and ‘‘ Bothwell, a Poem, in six Parts,” 
8vo., Edin., 1856; and the caustic parody on certain poets 
of the so called spasmodic school. ‘‘ Fermillian, or the Stu- 
dent of Badajoz: a Spasmodic Tragedy, by T. Perey Jones” 
(Edin., 1854,) is understood to be a production of his fluent 
pen. In prose his only separate work is ‘*The Life and 
‘Times of Richard the First, King of England,” 8vo., London 
1840. In 1853 Professor Aytoun delivered a series of lectures 
on ‘Poetry and Dramatic Literature” to a distinguished 
audience at Willis’s Rooms, London; and published ‘The 
Ballads of Seotland,” edited by Professor Aytoun, in Decem- 
ber, 1857.” 

It is not, however, the fact that Professor Aytoun 
ever was “editor” of Blackwood, though he has been 
for many years one of its most gifted and valued con- 
tributors. 

OvuR READERS will find elsewhere in our columns the 
announcement of the death of Thomas Ardill, Esq., soli- 
citor, He was almost the senior member of the profes- 
sion in Ireland, and, as well as his late father, had 
attained very great eminence amongst his legal brethren. 
Mr. Ardill was at one time a cornet in the 23rd Regi- 
ment of Light Dragoons, commanded by the Earl of 
Portarlington, in which distinguished corps he served at 
the battle of Waterloo. 


Crnartes Henry Exstey, Esq., Recorder of York, 
died suddenly last week, at the age of seventy-two. 
We understand that he had been ailing for some time, 
and his place at quarter sessions has latterly been sup- 
plied by Mr. Maule, Recorder of Leeds, but his death 
was perfectly unexpected. 

Tue DEATH OF Mr, CHaries S. Tosvint, of the 
Western Circuit, which we notice elsewhere, will be a 
subject of regret to his numerous friends. His death is 
generally attributed to excitement in consequence of his 
exertions at the late election for Sandwich, which pro- 
duced the brain fever of which he died. This is the 
second victim (Mr. ‘Treherne having been the first) which 
the late general election has selected from the ranks of 
the profession. 





LAW OF PARTNERSHIP AMENDMENT BILL. 

Limited liability has now, for some years, been the 
cry used for the purpose of attracting capital into the 
service of speculative enterprizes, and the effect of it 
has been to increase rash speculations, and to add to 
the number of hazardous investments for spare capital. 
To those who have lived by making the formation of 
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companies their speciality, and to a few others, the 
principle of limited liability has been of the greatest 
service; but others, including the class of small inves- 
tors anxious to know the fullest extent of their risk, 
have been deluded by the promise of a high rate of 
interest, and a holocaust of victims has been the result. 

In order to prove that the principle of limited liability 
is by no means an unmixed good, we have only to 
point to that numerous class who have advanced money 
to companies on the strength of their nominal capital, 
which, in reality, had been previously hypothecated far 
beyond its amount. And it is in truth the creditors 
who are most concerned in the healthy stability of 
any company with whom they have dealings. If a 
large number of persons combine their small amounts 
of actual capital, and agree to make their nominal 
capital quadruple that fund (and there is little to pre- 
vent their naming a much larger proportion), they may 
borrow ten times the amount they have pretended to 
make themselves liable for; and in fact their borrowing 
is only limited by their own honesty, for there is no 
practical limit to the credulity of lenders.* 

It might have been very naturally supposed that 
traders, as a class, would have objected to any change 
in the law of partnership which would diminish the 
liability of those who entrust them with capital and 
fix it in the trader himself, but we find on the contrary 
that the Partnership Law Amendment Bill is hailed by 
them as a benefit affording an opportunity of attract- 
ing funds which, without the Act, would never have 
become available for their purpose, and as giving facilities 
for numerous transactions connected with the division 
of profits which those who had a wholesome fear of 
the bankruptcy laws would never previously enter into 
with a trader, and asin fact introducing the system of 
limited liability into private firms. 

The principle of the Act is that the receipt of a share 
of the profits of any business, either as interest for a 
loan, or as remuneration for services, or as an annuity, or 
as payment for the purchase of good will, shall not, of 
itself, constitute the person receiving to be a partner in 
such business. 

Now, it is obvious that in the old state of the law, 
where any man, as a sleeping partner in a firm, received 
a share of the profits, and so became a partner, his private 
estate might have been made available to make good the 
assets of the partnership. Or again, where, in selling 
the good will of a business, the retiring vendor retained 
a share of the profits by way of purchase money, and was, 
therefore, at law, a partner in the business, no one was 
deceived by the appearance of a partner, who was in 
reality no partner at all, into giving credit on the 
strength of a capital which had been withdrawn. 

Commercial morality has been kept in check by the 
law of partnership imposing full liability, not only on 
the persons appearing to be partners in a business, but 
also upon those who actually participated in the profits ; 
and we have, on a previous occasion,f shown the ground 
upon which this rule of law is based. 

Under the new law a capitalist may advance a trader 
a large amount upon condition of receiving a share of 
the profits of his business, and there is nothing in the 
Act to require the trader to publish that fact, or to ex- 
pose to the world that he is trading with a capital not 
his own. The false position a trader thus occupies ap- 
pears to be not only detrimental to the interests of him- 
self, but also to his creditors, who form their estimate of 
his stability and judge what is the amount of his capital 
from the character and extent of the business he carries 
on, 

After a long course of trading with this secretly 
borrowed money, a bad time may be expected, or the 
capitalist may, for some other reason, withdraw his loan, 





* When the Hon. Richard Bethell went down to Stanmore recently, 
allthe tradesmen there were eager to get him into their books, and we 
doubt not that he was kind enough to oblige as many of them as 
practicable. 

t,9 Sol. Jour, 450, 
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and so leave the trader with a small proportion only 
of his capital. When the trader goes into the Bank- 
ruptcy Court, and his creditors find there is nothing to 
divide in consequence of the real capital having been 
abstracted, the estimate they have formed will prove to 
be altogether delusive, and yet no charge of fraud can 
be substantiated against the bankrupt himself on this 
ground alone. 

It has been urged that this might have been the case 
under the previously existing law, with this difference 
merely, that the lender would then have been a creditor 
merely, who had stipulated for such an enormous rate of 
interest as would certainly come up to or exceed the desired 
share of the profits. But there was this very important 
distinction, that the creditor in that case had no right 
to see the books and accounts of the firm, and therefore 
could not have the certainty of being able to withdraw 
his loan at the first breath of disaster, whereas now, at 
the very time the assistance of his capital is most re- 
quired, he will be in a position to withdraw it before the 
threatened crash. 

Perhaps the second and third sections form the most 
salutary features in the new Act. Agents who receive 
a share of profits by way of remuneration for their 
services shall not ipso facto be considered as partners. 
In many businesses the only mode of remunerating 
agents is by giving them such an interest in the work 
they are to perform as a share of the profits of that 
work will be likely to insure. Hitherto any contract 
founded on such an understanding has been forbidden 
to men who would not be willing to undertake the risk 
of a partnership, and we can see no reason how, if an 
agent clearly is known to be an agent and not a princi- 
pal, any injury is incurred by creditors in conse- 
quence of this change. 

The third section provides that no person being the 
widow or child of a deceased partner, and receiving by 
way of annuity a portion of the profits made by a 
trader in his business, shall by reason only of such receipt 
be deemed to be a partner, or to be subject to any 
liability incurred by such trader. As regards those 
widows and orphans who have no right to interfere in 
the business of a deceased husband or parent, and do 
not in fact interfere, there cannot be two opinions on 
the propriety of the exemption made by this third sec- 
tion. No trader is likely to obtain false credit by the 
fact of his paying a share of the profits of the business 
for the support of his deceased partner’s family, and 
there can therefore be no reason for their being involved in 
the risk of partners. 

With respect to what has been said on the subject of 
capital advanced to a trader and afterwards withdrawn, 
a qualified protection is afforded by the fifth section of 
the Act, which is to the effect that the lender of such a 
loan cannot, in case of the bankruptcy of the trader, re- 
cover any portion of his principal nor of the profits thereof 
until all the creditors of the trader for valuable considera- 
tion have been satisfied. There is nothing, however, to 
prevent these lenders, like rats which leave a ship doomed 
to fire or wreck, from withdrawing their capital, or so 
much as possible, on the very eve of bankruptcy, and so 
securing themselves from the risk their co-partners 
(who by this Act are made not to be co-partners) have in- 
curred, and the ruin they may have been reduced to by 
misfortune or over-trading, whichever may be the cause 
of failure. The Act is clearly insufficient to provide 
against such a course in its present form, and we are dis- 
posed to regret that Lord Chelmsford’s amendment, re- 
quiring capital withdrawn by a lender who shared in the 
profits, to be returned to the assets of the business, in case 
of failure within twelve months next after such with- 
drawal, was not carried. This was one of the amend- 
ments proposed by the Provincial Chambers of Commerce, 
and though it would greatly limit the operation of the 
bill, we cannot see that it was not well advised. Wehave 
already expressed ourselves as opposed to registration, and 
have given some of our reasons therefor, but these reasons 
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do not apply to a provision like Mr. Baring’s proposal, 
that every such partnership should by its name announce 
the fact—not the details—that it was in reality a societé 
en commandite. This would, at any rate, have set credi- 
tors on their guard, and provided a greater security that 
the new law will not be used for purposes very much be- 
side the scope and object of its promoters; a result whieh, 
under the present system of what may be called “high ” 
trading, would be very much to be deplored. 

Many questions of law will be likely to arise in the 
various attempts which will be made to fix the exempted 
persons with the liability of partners, for it must be 
borne in mind that the exemption is in no case total 
and absolute, but only to the intent that the particular 
dealings specified shall not of themselves constitute a 
partnership between the parties, 

It is unnecessary to guard ourselves from being 
thought to convey an impression that the dealings we 
have mentioned ever did of themselves constitute a part- 
nership; they were, however, considered to be evidence 
of a high class in favour of the presumption of partner- 
ship, and the Act was doubtless intended to abrogate that 
presumption; but it simply says they shall not of them- 
selves be evidence of partnership, but may be entered into 
consistently with absence of partnership liability. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lorps Justices.) 

Aug. 2.—Ingle v. Goodwin.—In this case the question 
arose from certain transactions in which the late firm of 
Goodwin, Williams, & Edwards, solicitors, of King’s Lynn 
and London, had been concerned. 

The counsel for the plaintiff were Mr. Se/wyn, Mr. Hob- 
house, and Mr. Bevan; for the defendants Mr. W. M. James, 
Mr. Baggally, Mr. Southgate, Mr. Cole, Myr. Bristowe, Mr. 
Kay, Mr. Surrage, Mr. Cutler, and Mr. Cracknall. 

Their Lorpsuirs varied the decree by directing the omis- 
sion of that portion dismissing the executors of Mr. Everard 
and other points deciding questions as to which their Lord- 
ships considered inquiries should be directed. Their Lord- 
ships added that as to Mr. Everard and Mr. Goodwin and 
Mr. Edwards there was no moral culpability whatever as 
respected those gentlemen and their estates. They had 
never met with a harder case, or one which it was more dis- 
tressing to be obliged to deal with, according to strict legal 
rights, 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Deputy-Commissioner W1NsLow.) 

Aug. 3.—In re C. Rust.—The bankrupt, who described 
himself as of Hackney, solicitor’s clerk, applied to pass his 
examination, and for an order of discharge. 

Mr. Aldridge appeared for the official assignee. 

Mr. Denney, who opposed for a creditor, asked that the 
bankrupt should file, in addition to the ordinary statement 
of accounts, goods and cash accounts. He said that the 
bankrupt had obtained from his client a quantity of jewellery 
upon credit, and no satisfactory information could be ob- 
tained as to its disposal. 

The Court granted the application for goods and cash ac- 
counts, and adjourned the sitting in the meantime. 

Aug. 9.—In re F. J. Hollis. —This was a sitting for ex- 
amination and discharge under the bankruptcy of Mr. 
Francis Joseph Hollis, who was described as of the North 
Walls, Winchester, Hants, attorney and solicitor. The 
debts are returned at £684, with assets: good debts, £20; 
and property given up to assignees, consisting of furniture, 
&c., value about £10. What renders the case remarkable is 
that the creditors upon the schedule are only two in 
number, viz., Mr. Joseph Lott, of 44, Parliament-street, 
whose claim is about £350, balance due to him as a solicitor, 
and Mr. W. Bulpett, a banker of Winchester. The bank- 
rupt attributes his failure to his non-success in a chancery 
suit brought against Mr. Bulpett, and in which he was con- 
demned to pay costs. It appeared that the bankrupt had 
not filed any books of account. 

Mr. Reed opposed for the assignees, and Mr. George Lewis 
supported the bankrupt. 





The bankrupt, examined, said that he, his sisters, and a 
brother, were the sole proprietors of the Itchen Navigation 
Company. His sisters assigned to him a moiety of their 
shares. The deed was in the hands of Mr. Lott; it had 
been deposited with him for purposes of the suit. He had 
never asked Mr. Lott to return the deed. No mention was 
made in the accounts of the deed; he had forgotten it. He 
had been in practice for nearly thirty years. 

Mr. Reed.—Do you mean to say that after a practice of 
thirty years you Iffive owing to you only £20 ? 

The bankrupt.—I swear that I have no other debts. With 
the exception of my diaries 1 kept no books of account 
whatever. My solicitor advised me that I need not give up 
the diaries to the assignees. I live with my mother-in-law, 
and help her to pay the rent. I have practised in the Bank- 
ruptcy Court. 

Mr. Reed said the bankrupt had not given the necessary 
assistance to the assignees with regard to his accounts, and 
a banker’s book, containing very important information, had 
not been filed. 

His Honour adjourned the bankrupt for an amendment 
of the accounts filed, and for a cash account extending over 
the twelve months preceding the bankruptcy. 

Aug. 3.—In ve Baker.—Irreqgular notices.—Mr. Bagley 
and Mr. Sargood, for detaining creditors, appeared to oppose 
the bankrupt’s application for his release from custody. 

Upon the case being called it was stated that the bankrupt 
did not attend, and Mr. Sargood said that the attorney had 
surrepetitiously, and without waiting the arrival of the per- 
sons who had been invited to appear, obtained an adjourn- 
ment of the sitting. 

Mr. Bagley said that the notice was clearly irregular, for 
it was not even signed by the attorney. He (the learned 
counsel) said that he had been in court, and he had not heard 
the case called. 

Mr. Sargood.—It has not been called. Evidently the at- 
torney knew where the vice of the case lay, and he was 
anxious to get rid of the matter. 

Mr. Bagley said it was high time that these irregularities 
were put an end to. 

His Honour asked the name of the solicitors who had at- 
tended. 

The name of Mr. Munday was mentioned. 

Mr. Sargood.—Mr. Munday! 1 have known Mr. Munday 
for some years. I suppose he came in early for the purpose 
of avoiding those who attended later. Noamount of irregu- 
larity would surprise me in that quarter. 

The learned counsel asked for the costs of their clients. 

His Honour said he thought as the detaining creditors 
had received notices to attend, and the notices being in- 
formal, they were entitled to their costs. 

Order accordingly. 

ASSIZE INTELLIGENCE. 
Home Circuit. 
CROYDON. 
(Before Mr. Justice Crompron and a Special Jury.) 

Aug. 7.—The Consolidated Bank (Limited) v. Smith.—This 
was an action by the Consolidated Bank, who had taken to 
the business of Messrs. Hankeys, on a bill of exchange for 
£15,000, of which they were the holders, and drawn by the 
defendant, a solicitor, in London. He admitted the draw- 
ing of the bill, but set up in substance two defences—one, 
that the bill was given as security for advances to the 
Dublin and Meath Railway Company, of which he was 
solicitor and promoter, and that there was an arrangement 
to substitute other securities in satisfaction ; the other, that 
the money was advanced for a purpose illegal, and contrary 
to the Railway Joint-Stock Company Acts. 

Mr. Bovilland Mr. Watkin Williams were for the plain- 
tiffs ; Mr. Lush, Mr. J. Brown, and Mr. F. White were for 
the defendant, on whom the burden lay of proving his 
defence, and who accordingly began. 

It appeared that upon the promotion of the Dublin and 
Meath Railway Company, of which the defendant was the 
solicitor, in 1862, it became necessary to raise money for the 
purposes of the projected railway. With this view he, as 
the principal promoter, entered into an arrangement with 
Messrs. Hankey, who had relations with a Mr. Weikersheim, 
a capitalist at Vienna, who already held railway securities 
to a large amount; and altogether (including the transaction 
in question) held them to the amount of £35,000. Some of 
these securities were of the class of what are called Lloyd’s 
bonds, that is a species of security devised by an eminent 
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counsel of that name. As to the validity of that species of 
security there was, it may be remembered, an important 
decision (Chambers v. The Manchester and Milford Railway 
Company, 12 W. R. 980) of the Court of Queen’s Bench in 
the course of the last year, which we fully reported at the 
time. And other persons became holders of these securities 
and preference shares to the amount of £130,000. Weiker- 
sheim agreed to advance £13,000 to the company upon 
security of a bill to be given by the defendant for £15,000, 
which was discounted by the Bank of England at a low rate. 
It was said that Weikersheim was jointly interested with 
Messrs. Hankey in the advance. After the transfer of the 
business of Hankeys’ to the Consolidated Bank the bill 
yas renewed, and the present bill was given in renewal, 
which would be due in August last. At that time the 
line was opened, but the company was in difficulty ; and the 
holders of Lloyd’s bonds and preference shares were also in 
difficulty. The decision of the Court of Queen’s Bench en- 
dangered them, and it was doubted whether these securities 
for money borrowed by the company in excess of its parlia- 
mentary power of borrowing were valid or not. On the 19th of 
July, 1864, an agreement was entered into upon which the 
defence was mainly founded—‘‘ We, the undersigned credi- 
tors of the Dublin and Meath Railway Company, upon the 
security of Lloyd’s bond, and we the undersigned holders 
of preference shares, being desirous to adjust the differences 
and disputes between us, as to our rights and priorities, and 
to arrange our claims upon the company, agree with the 
company, and cach other, to give up and relinquish our 
present securities, and accept, in lieu thereof, in full dis- 
charge of our debts due to us from the company, first and 
second preference shares to the amounts specified ; pro- 
vided that this agreement is not to be binding unless or 
until the first preference shares are duly issued, and until 
the agreement is confirmed by a special general meeting of 
shareholders.” It was said that this agreement was entered 
into by Weikersheim, as representing Hankeys (who, it will 
be observed, were the original holders of the bill, and whose 
successors, the bank, were now the holders of it) ; but this 
was denied on their part, and they disputed that they were 
bound by the agreement ; and, in point of fact, although it 
was said that the agreement had been sanctioned by a 
general meeting of shareholders and carried out by the other 
creditors of the company, Messrs. Hankey and the bank 
refused to be bound by it, and demanded that the bill should 
be duly paid by the defendant. Thereupon, in default of 
his being able to maintain the defence grounded thereupon, 
he set up that under 7 and 8 Vict., ec. 85, s. 19, the bill was 
wholly MNegal, as it was given for money borrowed by a rail- 
way company, which had no power to borrow money upon 
bills of exchange, nor ok, its parliamentary power of 
borrowing upon mortgage or debenture, and that, as the 
bank had taken the bill with the knowledge of the alleged 
- illegality, they were affected by it. The pleas were demurred 
to as well as denied. 

Upon the case being opened, 

Mr. Justice Crompron observed that it was a case in 
which questions of fact and of law were mixed up, and 
beyond all doubt more a question of law than of fact. It 
was probable that the bare facts would not be in dispute, 
and the case must go up to the Court above on the question 
of law. It would be far better, therefore, that the facts 
should be set forth in a special case, to come before the 
Court along with the demurrers. The facts, although not, 
perhaps, much in dispute, were numerous and complicated, 
and the jury could scarcely follow them. It was far better 
to put them in a special case. 

— concurred in this course, and it was accordingly 
taken. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


NATIONAL AssoctATION For THE Promotion oF SoctAL 
SCIENCE. 

Sir, —My attention has just been called toa statement con- 
tained in an article on General Average, which appeared in the 
Solicitors’ Journal of July 22nd, In that article, after nar- 
rating the earlier steps which were taken by the Social Science 
Association to obtain the enactment of an international code 
of General Average, it is added :—‘‘ For some reason, of 
which we are ignorant, however, the association have lat- 
terly neglected the subject, et adhue sub judice lis est.” 

* 9 Sol. Jour, 859, 








‘Your contributor, though he alludes to the papers pub- 
lished in our transactions, can have taken but little pains to 
inform himself accurately on the subject. He mentions the 
first and second congresses convened by the association to 
diseuss General Average, but takes no notice of the third and 
the most important. The first was held at Glasgow in 1860 
(not 1861 asstated by your contributor); the second at London 
in 1862; the third at York in 1864. Anaccount of this last 
congress has been published in the transactions for 1864, and 
a full report was printed separately by the committee of the 
congress. The meeting was presided over by Sir James Wilde 
and Sir Fitzroy Kelly, and resulted, after some days’ discus- 
sion, in the adoption of a draft international code of General 
Average. That code will be submitted to, and we trust 
approved by, the Legislatures of all civilized nations, and to 
attain this object local committees have already been 
formed in various countries. The bill, so far as England is 
concerned, has been for some months in the hands of the 
Foreign Office, and its introduction into Parliament has 
been delayed solely for the purpose of its simultaneous 
discussion by the French and English legislatures. So 
much for our having ‘‘neglected” the subject. 

I may add that, encouraged by the suecess of the General 
Average congress, the council of the association have invited 
an international conference on the question of freight, which 
will be held during the annual meeting of the association 
at Sheffield on the 4th of October and week following. 1 
enclose a copy of the cireular which has been distributed for 
us by the courtesy of the Foreign Office. 

G. W. Hastines, General Secretary. 

[IncLosune. ] 

Projet de Loi.* 

I,—To establish as a general rule that freight shall not be 
due until the voyage be accomplished, é.e., until delivery 
of the cargo at the port of destination. 

II.—If, in the course of the voyage the ship, in consequence 
of the perils of the sea, and not through any default on 
the part of the captain or owner, has become unsea- 
worthy, and not ina state to accomplish her voyage, the 
captain shall be bound to forward the cargo to its des- 
tination by other vessel or vessels, and in this case he 
shall, upon delivery, have a claim for the whole of the 
freight due under the original charter-party (or bill of 
lading) although in consequence of the cargo having 
been forwarded, the goods have been transported at a 
lower freight. But the captain of the original vessel is 
liable for the forwarding freight. 

If, on the contrary, the forwarding freight is equal or 
greater than the original freight, the captain can claim 
no freight, but the owner of the cargo will be liable for 
the whole of the forwarding freight. 

If the captain does not forward the cargo he has not 
any claim for freight. 

The system of pro rate freight is entirely abolished, 

III.—If the owner of the cargo, or any part of it, wish to 
withdraw it before the termination of the voyage, in 
spite of the offer of the captain to forward it to its 
destination, such owner, upon taking delivery at an 
intermediate port or place, shall be liable for freight for 
the whole voyage, and shall give good and sufficient 
bail for any General Average or salvage expenses which 
may attach to the same. 

IV.—The entire freight is due upon goods jetisoned or 
sacrificed for the common benefit, and for those sold to 
raise the necessary funds for defraying expenses in- 
curred for the common benefit. 

V.—No freight is due upon goods lost by perils of the sea, 
nor for those taken by public enemy or by pirates. 

Nor upon any goods sold or destroyed in consequence 
of perils of the sea, in any port or place other than the 
port of destination, 

VI.—If the captain save the goods from shipwreck, or if he 
recapture them from the enemy or from pirates, and if, 
being in a state to be transported to their destination, 
he delivers them, then he shall be entitled to the whole 
freight ; if not he shall be entitled to none. 

VII.—The total freight is due upon delivery of the cargo at 
the port of destination, although diminished or deterio- 
rated by perils of the sea, if the consignee takes delivery, 





* Printed to one-third the breadth of the sheet, with two blank 
eolumns occupying the remainder, one whereof is headed, ‘‘ Whether 
agreeing with your law,” the other “ What in your opinion ought to 
be the law.” 
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and in this case the consignee is bound to take delivery 
of all consigned to him by the same shipper, and not to 
choose the sound and reject the damaged. If the con- 
signee will not take delivery, the captain, after due 
authorization, may sell such goods to pay his freight, 
but for any deficiency has no resource against the con- 
signee or shipper except there be an express stipulation 
to that effect. 

VIII.—The freight paid in advance is always liable to be re- 
funded in all cases involving non-payment of freight, 
except where it is stipulated to the contrary. 

1X.—The contribution of the freight to General Average shall 
be regulated according to the first paragraph of article 
X. of the York rules, 

[On the receipt of this letter last week we sent it to the 
writer of the article referred to, who has made the following 
remarks upon it:— 

‘* With reference to the proceedings of the Social Science 
Association respecting General Average, | was informed by 
one of the secretaries at least once in 1863 that the society 
were not then moving in the matter. Not finding any bill 
on the subject brought before Parliament in the last or 
preceding sessions, I concluded not very rashly that the 
Association were taking no effective steps towards a statute 
on the subject, which, of course, only is of any use. The 
society, I find by Mr. Hastings’ letter, prepared a draft code 
last autumn ; but, cui bono, to have sent this (although 
settled by an international congress) afterwards to local 
committees, whose suggestions must be approved of by 
another congress before the draft code can be altered. 
Great bodies move slowly, and sometimes, it appears, eccen- 
trically. The association deliberates on General Average at 
intervals of two years each, as witness 1860, 1862, and 1864; 
and finally, after a complete draft code has beheld the light 
of day, it is relegated to local committees who are sure 
each to prescribe different panaceas. At all events, when 
the code was settled the association should have brought 
it before Parliament, having already had the opinions 
of the foreign delegates at three congresses, instead of 
remitting the matter to the Foreign Office, which will only 
consult foreign governments who will consult the very 
delegates who attended the congresses of the association. 
It is true, indeed, that the association are not exactly neg- 
lecting the matter, and, so far as discussion is concerned, 
the difficulty is, rather, when will the association conclude 
the contention aud cease undoing one year what they had 
done ten years before? But until a bill is presented to 
Parliament, where it is sure to undergo a thorough dis- 
cussion, I cannot consider that the association have made 
any real progress in advance of the status of 1863 in settling 
this difficult matter.”—Ep. S. J.] 





JomwT Lraniniry, &e. 

Sir,—A., B., and C., give a joint promissory note to D. 
A. subsequently executes a trust deed for the benefit of his 
creditors under section 192 of the Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
The deed is duly registered, and D. takes a dividend under 
the estate in respect of the joint debt. Do B. and ¢, re- 
main liable on the note? In eases of joint liability a dis- 
charge of one is said to be a discharge of all. But would 
section 163 of the Act referred to apply in any way to the 
case? B. and C. were merely sureties, 


Louth, Aug. 3. J. T. SARGENT. 





Tue New Revorts. 

Sir,—In November, 1862, I was induced to subscribe to 
the New Reports, which promised ‘*the insertion in each 
week’s number of a// cases decided within two or three days 
of publication,” and that the price of each number, ‘‘con- 
sisting of not less than thirty-two pages (see Stevens & 
Hayne’s catalogue) and a wrapper, would be 1s. 1d.,” &e. 

I think you will be rather surprised when I tell you that 
the five numbers published during last month, in place of 
containing reports extending to 160 pages, have only 70, or, 
on an a 14 in place of 32, less than half the promised 
number. This, I submit, is most incorrect on the part of 
the proprietors or publishers, 

On referring further back I think other delinquencies would 


be discovered. Sed sat prata biberunt. Some may remember | 
how, a few years ago, an outcry was made against certain | 


mercantile establishments, which for 180 warranted yards 
gave only 60, or thereabouts, J.C. 
Aug. 9. 





Caution To SOLICITORS AND OTHERS. 

Sir,—I deem it right that the profession should be made 
acquainted with the following case:— 

On the Ist instant Mr. Horncastle, late usher of the Court 
of Common Pleas at Westminster, called on me, and the 
following words ensued: ‘‘ Good morning, sir,” said Mr. 
Horncastle, smilingly, ‘‘ you know me, sir, I hope you will 
excuse me troubling you; I have just been down to the 
Treasury for some money, but the clerk who has to pay me 
the money is not there to-day, but he will be there to-morrow. 
I have to pay a small bill in the neighbourhood, and I find 
I am short of the amount bya sovereign, would you be 
good enough to lend me one till to-morrow ? I don’t want to 
go back to get it, its rather inconvenient to do so, and it 
occurred to me that as you have known me a good many 
years at the Court of Common Pleas—about twenty-five 
years—I might take the liberty of asking you.” I said ‘*Oh 
yes, I'll lend you one.” While I was taking the sovereign 
from my purse he said ‘‘Shall I give you a memorandum or 
an 1 O U forit;” but before I could answer him he said 
‘*Oh no, perhaps you won’t require it, I shall be sure to 
bring it to you to-morrow.” I replied ‘* Oh no, for so short 
atime there is no oceasion for it.” ‘1 thank you, sir,” 
said he. ‘*Good morning, sir, you know me: Horncastle, 
of the Court of Common Pleas. I shall be sure to bring it 
to you to-morrow.” 

1 then opened the door and showed Mr. Horncastle out ; 
but I have never seen anything of my sovereign from that 
moment to this. On inquiry I find he has left his post of 
usher to the court, and that Iam not the only person from 
whom he has borrowed money under similar circumstances. 

Aug 7. . B 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. M‘Cormick, deputy to the late Mr. J. K. Jackson, to 
be clerk of the Crown for the county of the town of Carrick- 
fergus, and deputy-clerk of the Crown for the county of 
Antrim, 





Joun D. Garner, Esq., to be Crown Solicitor for the 
counties of Longford and Cavan, in place of Thomas Ardill, 
Esq.. deceased, 

Hon. C. J. Erskrxe to be a member of the Executive 
Council at Bombay, vice Sir Joseph Arnould, coming home 
on sick leave, 








IRELAND. 


Cour? OF ADMIRALTY. 
(Before Judge Kelly.) 

July 31.—The Eliza Edwards, of Cork.—In this case the 
holders of a bottomry bond had obtained a decree against 
this vessel for the sum due on foot of the bond, together 
with interest and costs. The ship had been sold for a sum 
of £575 under that decree, and the proceeds paid into court. 
Subsequently, and before any payment on foot of that decree, 
the master and the seamen obtained a separate decree for the 
wages due to them. The sums then afleeting the proceeds 
were GS. 

127 15 10 seamens’ wages and costs, 

121 15 6 master’s wages and costs, 

365 11 2 bond debt, interest, and costs. 

614 2 6 
Under these circumstances, the seamen having been paid, 
the bond-holder moved the Court to be paid in priority of 
the master. The motion was heard on Friday last, the 
master opposing it. 

Judge Kelly.—It is necessary to keep in mind that the 
parties in this motion are the holders of a bottomry bond 
and the master of the ship. On the part of the bondholders 
it is contended that, by the terms of the bond, the master 
has bound ship and freight, and has rendered himself person- 
ally liable for the money advanced by the bondholders, and 
consequently cannot put his lien for wages in competition 
with theirclaim, Onthe part of the master it is argued that 
the master’s lien for wages is as absolute as that of any ot! 





ner 
mariners against ship and freight, the provisions of the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act, 1854, having put him, in respect of his 
claim and recovery for wages, upon the same footing, and 
entitled him in all respects to the same privileges as they 
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enjoy. As to seamen’s wages, there is now no doubt but 
that they are entitled to priority of payment before the 
bondholders, and since the decision in the Union (Lus. 137), 
the practice of the Court in England, and of this Court, 
may be said to have become uniform on the point. But 
with respect to the master’s wages, the question clearly is, 
not whether he has lost the lien given him for the first time 
by the statute referred to, but whether he can enforce it 
against the interest of the bondholder under his bond. 
Now, what are the terms of that bond—a bond, it is to be 
observed, executed by the master himself? ‘In considera- 
tion of the sum of money so lent to me for the purpose 
aforesaid, I do hereby for myself, my executors, adminis- 
trators and assigns, covenant and promise with and to, &c., 
that I, the said Edward Healy, within three days after the 
ship’s arrival in Cork, &c., pay, and cause to be paid, the 
full sum of, &c., and rmharitime premium, &c., free from all 
charges whatsoever ; to the true performance whereof I, 
the said Edward Healy, do bind myself, my heirs, executors, 
administrators, and assigns, and particularly the said 
brigantine Eliza Edwards, her tackle, apparel, stores, 
and appurtenances, together with the freight which is or 
shall become due, &e., in the penal sum of £500, &c.”’ 
How, with words so clear and free from ambiguity, can 
any doubt whatever arise but that the master is bound to 
make the payment, and that he is a debtor for the money ad- 
vanced upon that bond? And this is the important fact 
upon which the question of law raised on this motion must 
turn. Lord Tenterden says, ‘‘the bond is valid as against 
the master and the ship.” And again, ‘ the remedy of the 
bottomry lender is against the master.” And this, in case 
he does not sue the ship upon it, in the Court of Admiralty. 
The learned judge of the High Court of Admiralty in Eng- 
land has said in the Jonathan Goodhue, ‘that the master is 
liable, he entertains no doubt, and there can exist none, that 
by his own act also he has pledged both ship and freight as 
security for the money advanced.” How then can I (ex- 
pressing myself in the forcible language of that able judge), 
“allow this man, who is personally liable to the bondholder, 
and who has made over to them the very property against 
which he raises a claim, to say, ‘I will take that property out 
of your hands for my benefit, and to your injury?’” And 
in that case (the Jonathan Coodhuc) he concludes, as I do 
here—‘‘I am of opinion that I should be acting contrary to 
every principle of law and equity were I todoso.” I direct, 
therefore, that, in accordance with the terms of the motion, 
the bondholder be paid in priority out of the proceeds in 
court, to the credit of this cause, the full amount of his de- 
cree, and costs; but as the claim of the master may be 
against an insufficient fund, | will not give costs against him. 

For the bondholder—Dr, Elrington. For the shipmaster 

—Dr. Todd. 
IMPORTANT QUESTIONS OF CRIMINAL PRACTICE. 

The trial of Laurence King for the murder of Lientenant 
Clutterbuck, by the Lord Chief Justice, at the King’s 
County Assizes, terminated on Saturday in the conviction of 
the prisoner of the capital offence, and sentence of death was 
passed on him. The Attorney-General and Solicitor-General 
attended to prosecute. The evidence was very clear, and 
we only refer to the case for the questions of practice re- 
served, 

The case for the Crown having closed, 

Mr. Montgomery, on behalf of the prisoner, said it was 
not his intention to go into evidence, and that under such 
circumstances, by the recent Act of Parliament, it beeame 
his right to address the jury after the Solicitor-General had 
summed up on behalf of the Crown. 

The Solicitor-General, in reply, contended that the word- 
ing of the Act was very obscure, but at present he was not 
disposed to argue the point, and, under the circumstances, 
would concede to Mr. Montgomery the privilege of having 
the last word. 

Mr. Montgomery said he took it as a right, and not as a 
concession. : 

The Solicitor-General then proceeded to sum up on behalf 
of the Crown in an able and temperate speech. 

Mr. Montgomery then addressed the jury on behalf of the 
prisoner, 

After the jury had been charged 

Mr. Molloy, of counsel for the prisoner, urged upon the 
Court as matter of law on behalf of the prisoner, that the 
evidence showed that the act was committed, and that the 
body had been found, at the Tipperary side of the river, 
whereas the venue had been laid in the King’s County. 








The Attorney-General.—I admit the fact, but by 9 Geo. 4, 
ce. 54, the offence can be tried in either county, provided it 
occurred within five hundred yards of the boundary. 

Mr. Molloy contended that the fact should have been 
averred in the indictment to have been so. Counsel cited 
The King v. Browne (Crawford & Dix’s notes of cases), where 
the late Chief Baron Joy held an indictment bad for not 
averring such to be the case ; and also referred to Hayes’s 
criminal law, where that case was referred to and recog- 
nized. 

The Attorney-General and Solicitor-General replied, and 
contended that the words of the statute were quite plain as 
enabling the Court to deal with any case arising as aforesaid, 
and that the fact of being within 500 yards was mere matter 
of evidence, and need not be set out in the indictment. 
They also referred to section 27 of the Act, as to offences 
committed on the boundary. 

The Chief Justice said that as the point had been ruled 
by so able a judge as the late Chief Baron Joy, although he 
did not concur in that decision, yet he would reserve the 
case for the Court of Criminal Appeal. 

Mr. Molloy also stated their intention to proceed in error 
on the challenge to the array, on the ground of defective 
additions to the jurors’ names, put in by them at the com- 
mencement of the trial. 

The Chief Justice sentenced the prisoner to be hanged on 
Wednesday, the 6th day of September next. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 
FRANCE, 
A PraAcTIcAL ACQUAINTANCE WITH THE Law. 

A droll story of a discourse between a French barrister and 
his client is going the round of the Halls. A man was re- 
cently accused of robbery, about which there was no mistake, 
and his avocat had an interview with him, At the end of it 
he said—‘‘1I cannot see that you have any defence. You 
had better, in my opinion, plead guilty at once; frankness 
is your only remedy.” The accused c hoa himself up with 
dignity. ‘‘Silence, sir!” he exclaimed, ‘‘ You may know 
the theory of the law, but I am acquainted with it practi- 
eally. You have but read and pleaded ; I have been many 
times accused and condemned.” 








PUBLIC COMPANIES, 


LAND Securities Company (LIMITED). 

The second annual general meeting of the shareholders in 
this company was held at the offices, 32, Charing-cross, on 
the 81st ult.; the Right Hon. Lord Naas, M.P., in the 
chair. 

The Hon. Mr. W. Narrer read the notice convening the 
meeting, together with the report and statement of accounts, 
as follows:— 

“¢ The directors submit a statement of the accounts of the 
company for the twelve months ending the 30th June, 1865, 
which show a net profit of £2,614 18s, 9d., the whole of 
which the directors propose to carry forward. As explained 
in the circular to the shareholders of the 5th July inst., the 
Mortgage Debenture Bill, introduced by Lord Naas, M.P., 
at the commencement of last session, after having ex- 
perienced much difficulty and delay, and having been 
considered by select. committees of both Houses of Parlia- 
ment, received the royal assent just before the dissolution. 
Shortly after the general meeting last year, it became 
apparent to the direetors that it was essential to the success- 
ful working of the company that Parliamentary recognition 
should be obtained of the system of mortgage debentures, 
which forms the basis of its operations. The efforts of 
the board, aided by the indefatigable exertions and 
skill of their chairman, Lord Naas, M.P., to obtain the 
required legislative recognition, have resulted in the passing 
of the ‘Mortgage Debenture Bill,” now the 28 & 29 Vict. 
ec. 78, under the provisions of which the company will be 
enabled to issue mortgage debentures bearing the indorse- 
ment of the registrar of the public office of Land Registry, 
as evidence that all the requirements of the Act have been 
complied with. Pending the passing of the bill, and whilst 
in ignorance of the precise provisions which it might con- 
tain, the board have thought that they would best consult 
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the permanent interests of the shareholders by restricting 
their business within the smallest practicable limits. The 
constitution of this company is such that it is in a position 
at once to avail itself of the provisions of the Act, and the 
directors have placed themselves in communication with the 
authorities with a view to settle without delay the necessary 
rules and regulations provided for by the statute. It is 
therefore expected that business will be immediately com- 
menced under the new system. The shareholders will have 
to elect auditors for the current year, and to fix their remu- 
neration. Mr. R. P. Harding and Mr. E. H. Galsworthy, 
who were appointed at the last meeting, and who have cer- 
tified the accounts herewith presented, offer themselves for 
re-election.” 
Balance Sheet, 30th June, 1865. 


Dr. £ s. d, 

To capital paid up, £5 per share on 20,000 
MINE coe cas iutg ance scentbnexeie wenden siasacauert 100,000 0 0 
To loans and debentures ...............e0e eee eee 94,514 6 0 
To sundry creditors .............00...cceece eee eee 6,037 14 11 
To profit and loss aecount—balance ......... 2,614 17 5 


203,166 18 4 


Yr. 
By cash at bankers, in hand, and on short 





WORN cc azedssicebiccsduxsaus siniraexeate Oe eee 7,486 12 8 
Pe GMM cox svancsdcatsvceersesvanrtaceniaeies . 178,208 0 3 
BY MUNGIY COLORS. no scccensisorecccsescecsesoes 6,081 1 6 
By furniture and fittings ......... eaevcini es 65418 2 
By preliminary expenses, including Parlia- 

mentary proceedings ...........0ccceeeeee sees . 15,736 5 9 





203,166 18 4 





Profit and Loss Account, for the year ending 30th June, 1865. 
r. £ a 
To current expenses, including salaries, di- 
rectors’ remuneration, legal and surveyors’ 
charges, auditors’ fees, rent, advertising, 
WUE SUACON ERY ooo. cssc cnccarere covesderssenne 9,092 17 11 
To commission, brokerage, and other charges 
on loans to, and debentures issued by, the 
1,376 7 10 





GOMNOOIY nics accacscs%e cadninvevevasasconsossiaxvs 
SROMMONRNL DY. Tose y cue metas ecu ate tucete dae iauccrteiy es 2,614 17 5 
13,084 3 2 
Cr. —- 
By balance brought forward from 30th June, 
BOOMS aevcsip ccna sisabhcusoues vehets 902 4 8 


By Lands Improvement Company—~Allow- 
ance to 31st December, 1864, as per agree- 


ment ...... Kaba tehdneknnacinsexsevecdnesinakas tannied 2,500 0 0 
By commissions on loans completed and 

MRC R so vas Scce'ceonudaepanucala Weg Weasaene wach 9,641 16 0 
ER WPADNAET TOUS: <n cccscsns ekevevegadechacetecussevet 40 2 6 


18,084 3 2 

The CHatrMan.—Gentlemen, in moving that the report 
and statement of accounts be received and adopted, I have 
very few remarks to offer, for in reality they tell their own 
story. If and my colleagues are not in the fortunate posi- 
tion of meeting the shareholders to declare to them a good 
dividend, we meet them with what I think is really more 
valuable—a bill suitable in every respect to the objects of 
the company, and a bill, too, in expectation of obtaining 
which this company was originally formed. This company, 
the shareholders will recollect, was formed with the object 
of making advances on securities in connexion with real 
property. The idea was originally taken from the Lands 
Improvement Company, which has worked so beneficially to 
its shareholders, and I may add to the country generally. 
It was thought and very properly anticipated, that if we 
could get a bill similar in its provisions to the Act of that 
company, but of a more extensive nature, a very profitable 
business might probably be ereated by this company. We 
accordingly applied for such a bill, but in the first session 
in which it was applied for it failed from want of time. In 
the last session of Parliament, I, at the wish of my brother 
directors, introduced as early as the 8th of February last, 
the Mortgage Debenture Bill. We, however, found very 
speedily that we were likely to encounter a most serious 
amount of opposition. After a statement from me, it passed 
the second reading without a division, and then the bill was 
referred to a select committee, which was very carefully 
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chosen. 1 think that select committee devoted ten sittings 
to the discussion and arrangement of the provisions of the 
measure. In that committee the bill underwent some 
serious modifications, which, if passed into law, would 
have seriously interfered with the usefulness of the measure. 
However, the bill passed through the select committee, 
and then it came down again to the House; but before it 
passed through the committee of the whole House there 
were very serious objections raised against it on the part of 
some members of the House, particularly members connected 
with the Government. We were, however, able, by means 
of interviews and negociations with the parties to whom I 
refer, to meet those objections ; and finally, about a fort- 
night after Easter, the bill was read a third time without 
any serious discussion. It then went up to the House of 
Lords, where it was destined to encounter a still more 
serious opposition. Indeed, one ioble lord, who has 
rendered himself famous by opposing all such measures, 
offered it a most strennous opposition ; and we have, I 
think, reason to feel grateful to those noble lords who took 
charge of the bill, especially my friend, the Earl of Donough- 
more, for the manner in which they sustained the measure 
in the face of such serious opposition. They were, however, 
obliged to consent to again refer it to a select committee of 
the Lords, and there it also encountered a considerable 
amount of opposition ; but still the committee of the Lords 
took very much the same view of the matter which we, the 
promoters, did when we introduced the bill. Finally, it 
passed through the select committee of the House of Lords 
in nearly the same shape in which we had introduced it into 
the other House. The principal provisions re-inserted in the 
bill were those extending the capital of the company from 
£100,000, as fixed by the Commons, to £1,000,000, and 
providing that not more than one-half of the nominal capi- 
tal should be called up, and that at least one-tenth of it 
should be paid up before the company could embark in 
business under the Act. The shareholders may be able to 
imagine what difliculty attended the passing of the bill when 
I tell them that, although | introduced it as early as the 8th 
of February, it did not finally obtain the Royal Assent until 
the last week but one of the past session. I may say of 
myself and of our excellent managing director, Mr. Napier, 
there was hardly a day passed in which we were not busily 
engaged in our endeavours to get the bill carried. I now 
most sincerely congratulate you upon the company being 
now for the first time in a position to carry out its original 
object, and it is my firm belief that within a few months we 
shall find ourselves in the possession of a remunerative and 
profitable business. Soon after | was by your favour placed 
in this chair it became quite evident, especially in the then 
depressed state of the money market, that it would be un- 
wise for the company to enter upon any transactions. We 
considered that as the profit upon any such transactions 
would be so small it would be much wiser not to enter 
into them at all than do so upon an inadequate return. We 
were, however, under engagements in regard to a certain 
amount of loans, and in the course of the winter we devoted 
ourselves to carrying out those engagements. We did in 
fact effect all that business in which we were engaged, but 
in the autumn it was absolutely necessary for us to come to 
the determination not to take any fresh business. We have 
adhered rigidly to that determination, and the result will, I 
think, prove that we have acted with sound judgment. 
One of the most important features of the bill is that it gives 
power to trustees to invest their trust money in the mortgage 
debentures of the company under the Act in the same 
manner as in other new securities. All trustees have now 
power to lend their trust monies to this company on the 
security of our mortgage debentures, in the same way as they 
now invest it in the shares and stocks, railway debentures, 
and similar securities. Now the shareholders will, 1 am 
sure, see the vast importance of that clause to the company. 
I can now tell them it was very much objected to in both 
select committees. Originally we adopted a general trustee 
clause which would have enabled all trustees to lend money 
on the mortgage debentures of the company, but the 
objections to this were so strong, and proceeded from such 
influential quarters, that we thought it advisable, in order to 
secure the passing of the bill, to give it up. We were, how- 
ever, able to retain this 40th clause, by which all trustees have 
power to lend their trust moneys upon our debentures as well 
as upon railway debentures and stock, and a great number 
of other new trusts. We shall therefore have an opportunity 
of obtaining a large portion of those funds, and the public 
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will soon see that the security we have to offer is of so valu- 
able a nature, and so superior to the great majority of 
other securities, that I cannot think there can be any doubt 
we shall obtain large sums of trust money in this way. 
Indeed, I believe we now place before the public a security 
the most valuable ever offered to them. We offer to the 
borrowers, too, greater facilities in effecting their loans and 
mortgages, and guarantee them against indefinite bills of 
costs. A borrower coming to us for an advance will 
from the very first know the exact cost of the transaction, 
and I hope the advantage in that respect will be duly 
appreciated. We offer to the lender the aggregate security 
of all our own securities. There they will lie, not here, 
but in the strong box in the office of Land Registry, 
and cannot be touched until the money which they repre- 
sent in the hands of the debenture holders be paid off. All 
the mortgage debentures must be stamped with the seal of 
the registrar of securities in the Land Registry Office, and when 
so stamped will become a lien on all the securities placed in 
the keeping of the officer of the Land Registry Office. When 
the public come to understand the great value of the security 
which we offer them—a security which is, I may say, so 
unique and so unlike any other they can obtain—they will, 
I think, gladly avail themselves of such a boon. We also 
offer to the lenders of small sums an advantage which was 
never before offered to them. It has always been felt as a 
disadvantage that the security of land, which is the best of 
securities, has not been available to persons having small 
sums to invest on mortgage. We will take a case. Hitherto 
aman having £50 to lend could not doso on landed security, 
but under our system he can, by taking one of our mortgage 
debentures, place his money on landed security as good as 
any first-class mortgage. This has been a desideratum 
written upon and made the subject of discussion in many 
instances by bodies which look after such matters. I am 
proud to say we have met that great public want by pro- 
ducing a safe, simple, and ready way in which a lender of 
small sums can lend his money on landed security of the 
first character. It will be our duty to take the greatest care 
in working out this new system, and in doing so we will 
have the advantage of the assistance of legal gentlemen of 
experience, taent, and high standing in their profession. It 
is my firm conviction that it will entirely depend on the 
eare with which our business is conducted whether this eom- 
pany is to be a great success or a decided failure. At all 
events, it will be our duty to see that every precaution is 
taken, that every security is properly valued, that every 
title is fully investigated; in fine, that every part of our 
business shall be attended to with every possible care, and 
subjected to an accurate and critical revision, We have 
already obtained a good deal of experience in working the 
system, and I feel convinced that we have been fortunate 
enough to obtain the legal assistance of gentlemen of pro- 
fessional competence. With regard to the object of the 
company, it is entirely removed from the business of specu- 
lation. We never were a speculative company. Indeed, it 
would be impossible for us to be so even if we desired it. 
Our object is to transact business which will be purely in 
the character of investment on landed security, and no other. 
I believe that, although we may not be able to offer you 
those large dividends which we sce spesulative companies 
give to their shareholders, our business will be sufficiently 
remunerative to obtain for us the general confidence of the 
public. For myself and my brother directors, I say we shall 
devote ourselves to economise the expenditure in every pos- 
sible way. The starting of a new company is, as you are all 
doubtless aware, expensive ; but already our experience 
shows us that we shall be able to reduce the amount of our 
yearly expenses, and, in point of fact, be able to work an 
extended business for nearly the same cost at which we have 
been working a limited business. If so, I do not see any- 
thing to lead us to think that there is any possibility of onr 
having to make any other call. Indeed, ours is not a cha- 
racter of business in which we can gain anything by making 
a call, and, therefore, unless some accident arise of which at 
present I see no prospect, we shall not have to do so. 
Indeed, I do not think that there is any combination of cir- 
cumstances which could lead to our doing so. It would be 
altogether contrary to the main principle on which the com- 
pany has been founded and conducted. It is, therefore, 
quite in our power to give that positive assurance to the 
shareholders. I really do not think I have many more re- 
marks to offer to the shareholders. With respect to the 
board itself, I may mention that the number of its 
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members has been considerably reduced: it originally 
consisted of twenty-three members, but we soon found 
that it was unnecessary to have so large a number. 
We have, during the earliest period of our existence, 
had the advantage of the assistance of several direc- 
tors of the International Financial Society, who acted for 
us as a finance committee. These gentlemen held their 
mectings in the city, and in the early period of our existence 
we derived great assistance from their experience and 
knowledge. The time for that, however, has now gone by, 
and the directors of the International Company themselves, 
feeling that they could not be any longer of any real use to 
us, have placed their resignations in our hands, expressing 
their complete desire and wish to go on, if we should be of 
opinion that it would be for the advantage of the company 
they should do so, The board has considered the subject, 
and whilst we felt thankful to them for their kindness and 
the interest which they evinced in the prosperity of the 
company, we thought it our duty to accept their resigna- 
tions. We felt that the business would be better con- 
ducted in one office, and in the same mode pursued by 
other companies, namely, by committees of themselves, so 
that those gentlemen are no longer directors of this company. 
Two or three other vacancies have arisen through non- 
attendance, and these we have not filled up. In this way 
the number of the board has been reduced to twelve. We 
have, I believe, retained the assistance and services of the 
most active members of the board, and there is hardly one 
of them who has not been constant in his attendance at the 
board meetings, and taken great interest in the success of 
the company’s business and in the passing of the bill. I 
have only one word more to say, and that is, that I hope 
the shareholders will assist the members of the board by 
bringing under the notice of their friends the very peculiar 
and excellent nature of our securities. It is, to a certain 
extent, novel, but it has only to be known to be duly valued. 
If the shareholders would, then, bring it to the notice of 
their friends, especially those of them who are acting as 
trustees, I have no doubt we should soon obtain a large 
amount of that borrowed capital on which the success of 
our business mainly depends. I have now to thank you 
very much for the kindness with which you have listened to 
my remarks. In conclusion I have to say, if any share- 
holder has any question to ask, it will be our great pleasure 
to answer him. Our accounts are very simple, but if there 
is any item which in your opinion requires explanation, we 
shall be ready to afford it. 

Mr. Parminrer.—The shareholders will agree with me 
in saying that our warmest thanks are due to your lordship 
for the great skill and perseverance displayed by you in 
meeting the great difficulties which were thrown in the way 
of the passing of the bill. It was opposed, I believe, by the 
Incorporated Law Society, and by many independent and 
leading members of both Houses of Parliament, and by the 
leading journal. Still, when we consider its intrinsic value, 
and the skill with which the carriage of the bill was managed, 
we cannot but feel rejoiced that it has passed. With regard 
to the advantages it confers on the landowner, they are 
obvious, and the one object to be now attended to is the 
snecessful placing of our mortgage debentures. As the 
noble chairman says, the character of the security which we 
offer is unquestionable. To prove this, it would be well 
to test it by a comparison to other securities. If aman 
invests £10,000 in consols at 90, he receives for it £330 per 
annum ; whereas, if he invest the amount in the debentures 
of this company he will obtain for it £450 per annum. 
Well, then, the consols will not only give him a i amount 
of income, but in investment in them is attended with great 
uncertainty as regards the receiving back of the principal. 
Here you get 44 per cent. interest for your money, and hen 
you require it can get back your principal intact ; I there- 
fore do not hesitate to say that the security will bear a 
favourable comparison with any other character of security 
whatever. With regard to ordinary mortgages, they are 
attended with some amount of risk. The value of the pro- 
perty may beeome depreciated, or a flaw may be discovered 
in the title, as was the case in the Roupell affair ; besides 
which, in the case of ordinary mortgages, when you have to 
claim the money it becomes necessary for you to incur a 
large amount of expense : you will have to go to your law- 
yer, in fact. These mortgage debentures, then, are better 
than ordinary mortgages, in the same way that the security 
of a joint-stock bank is superior to that of a private bank, 
or that of any of our large marine insurance companies to 
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the security of any individual underwriter. I would here 
make one suggestion—I think agents ought to be appointed 
in all the principal towns, and that they should be paid by 
cominission. 1 would rather pay 1 per cent. commission 
than pay § per cent. commission and a salary. There is one 
other thing which strikes me, and that is the wide field 
which exists for the placing of our mortgage debentures 
through the different insurance companies. ‘These associa- 
tions have immense sums placed out on mortgage, and I am 
quite sure that on the average it does not bring them in 43 
per cent. net. I would therefore suggest to the noble chair- 
man and the directors that the managers and directors of those 
institutions should be 
advantage of investing 
be pointed out to them. 
to receiving some opposition from the solicitors, with 
whose profits we would interfere, * but still it is to the 
interest of the shareholders of the different companies that 
their directors should invest their money in our debentures. 
I am quite sure that when they thoroughly understand the 
great advantages to be derived from their doing so, we will 
get something from them. There is only one other point 
on which IT would touch, and that is, that you should try 
and make the mortgage debentures easily negotiable. That 
is, | think, a most important thing. Look at the Credit 
Foncier of Paris. That company has advanced as much as 
£19,000,000 on land securities, but they would never have 
been able to do that if their debentures were not easily 
negotiable and quoted at a premium on the Paris Stock 
Exchange. I throw this out as a suggestion, as I think it 
would be of great advantage to us if our excellent managing 
director could contrive some means whereby we might get 
quoted on the Stock Exchange. 

Mr. J. H. Luoyp,—I think Mr. Parminter has done an 
injustice to one particular branch of the profession to which 
I have the honour to belong; I do not think we shall meet 
with any great obstruction from the solicitors of the 
difierent assurance companies. We have had considerable 
experience of them in the Lands Improvement Company, 
and I can say that when they found the matter safe, and felt 
that they could advise their clients to invest in it, they 
readily did so. I may also say that the solicitors of the 
different assurance companies are the very first men in their 
profession. It is quite the same thing in principle here. It 
has, however, this advantage: in the Lands lnprovement 
Company it is a specific charge on part of the company’s 
securities, whereas here it is a charge upon them in the 
aggregate. The security then is as good in one case as in 
the other, and I do not see why solicitors, who are men of 
professional standing and position, should not regard it as a 
good investment, simply because it may interfere with their 
own fees ; I hope better things of them than that. I was 
about to say that there are some advantages attending the 
company’s mortgages which I should like to have made 
generally known. In the first place the advance ona security 
is only made to the extent of two-thirds of its actual value, 
so that the company’s securities are one-third more in value 
than we have advaneed upon them, and that that margin is 
in some cases extended. Again, we never lend except on 
the certificate of a surveyor of the Enclosure Commissioners, 
assuring us of the positive value of the property. In fact, 
there can be no better security than this company’s mort- 
gave debentures. In addition to all this there is £900,000 
of unpaid capital to fall back upon. Talk of the security of 
a mortgage—what is it in comparison with the responsibility 
of this whole company, composed as it is of a most re- 
spectable body of shareholders? I cannot conceive any 
security better in its aature. With respect to the negocia- 
bility of these debentures we are here limited by Act of 
Parliament. They will pass by endorsement, and not from 
hand to hand, as in the case on the Continent. In this 
country, however, we are not so very far advanced. Our 
Legislature hesitates, and does not come to recognise any 
new practice except by instalments. I hope soon, however, 
to see them adopt this principle. The endorsement, how- 
ever, is as simple as can be. It is as directed in the 
appendix to this Act :—‘‘Form of Transfer of Mortgage 
Debenture.—I, A. B., of in consideration of 
£ [state true consideration], hereby transfer to C. D., 


in the debentures of this company 


* The solicitors have never opposed, simply pro interesse suo, any 
measure which was clearly for the public advantage: witness the 
fact that this Journal supported the bill in question; but they have 
often opposed, and we trust always will oppose, ill-considered altera- 
tions, mis-named reforms, which, by injuring the status of the pro- 
fession, would have been of serious damage to the public interests. 


communicated with, and the great | 


We must, of course, look forward | 


| experience of the company as ré 


, at the two previous divisions. 


| and actual deaths, &c. 
| companies would present so clear and full a statement of 


of » his executors, administrators, and assigns, 
the within mortgage debenture.—(Signed) A. B.” 

Mr. Jenkin JonEs.—That can be done without delay ? 

Mr. Luoyp.—Yes, without delay. 

Mr. PArMINTER.—I want to have them quoted on the 
Stock Exchange. 

Mr. Luoyp.—Each debenture will bear a composition 
stamp. There is no doubt it is of as simple form as can he. 
Another advantage is that the debenture-holder can at once 
get back his money, whereas if he were to lend it upon 
mortgage he could not do so without giving six months’ 
notice, and holding out threats of foreclosure and other legal 
proceedings. But once a man has invested here he can 
transfer his debenture and put the money in his pocket. 
I can conceive nothing better. With regard to trusteeships 
all settlements are more or less stringent, whereas power 
ought to be given to trustees to exercise their discretion for 
the benefit of their cestui que trusts. But whether such be 
given them or not, all trustees will, under the provisions of 
this Act, have the power to come to us, which they will do 
when they are assured that one of our debentures is as good 
as a Bank of England note. 1 am myself a trustee in several 
settlements, and 1 do not consider myself precluded from in- 
vesting the funds in whatever securities may, in my opinion, 
be best for the interest of my cestui que trusts. 

Mr. Parminter.—lI hope you will transfer them here. 

Mr. Lioyp.—lI intend to do so. You all know what the 
poet says —‘* We neglect the plant of simplest growth.” 
But I never felt more confidence in anything, during my 
whole lifetime, as I do in this company. It is altogether 
free from the speculative element which enters so fully into 
those institutions which we see paying enormous dividends, 
but with regard to the stability of which I have very grave 
suspicions. JI would much rather invest my money safely 
in a sound and growing business than receive for it at once 
a very large dividend, to end by-and-bye in something not 
so very agreeable. We have secured to us by this Act of 
Parliament advantages worth all the money we have already 
expended. No other company, as at present constituted, 
can avail itself of the measure, so that we will, at least for 
some time to come, enjoy a perfect monopoly. When I see 
the experience of the French Credit Foncier Company, and 
the large premium which their shares command in the 
market, I am content to wait a little while for results that 
will, 1 am sure, surprise many of you. 

Mr. Moore proposed, and Mr. KAmEs seconded, a vote of 
thanks to the chairman and directors, which was earried by 
acclamation. 

The CHAmMAN said he had to thank them for their kind 
expressions'towards himself personally, and also on behalf of 
his colleages. So long as he sat at the board it should be 
his duty not to conceal anything. A complete frankness 
was not only necessary to the well-being of the undertaking, 
but was the discharge of a high and moral duty which rested 
on whomsoever occupied the chair of any company. 


At the Royal Insurance Company’s meeting held last week 
a very satisfactory report was presented of its position and 
prosperity. The fire premiums received in the last year 
were £406,404 against £341,668 for the preceding twelve- 
months. The sum assured by new life policies granted 
within the year amounted to £1,014,897, yielding in new 
premiums £32,708. The quinquennial report on the life 
branch exhibits ina full and exhaustive manner the condi- 
tion of this section of the business, and details minutely the 
rds mortality, aceumula- 
tions, expenditure, and claims ; the result being a declaration 
of a bonus to the life policy holders of £2 per cent. per 
annum, to be added to the sum assured of every policy en- 
titled to participate for each entire year it had been in exist- 
ence since the last division of profits. This rate of bonus 
is, we believe, the largest ever continuously given by an 
insurance company, and is the same as the Royal has allotted 
The report is especially in- 
teresting to every one concerned in this class of financial 
operations, as it contains many speculations of a general 
character as to the principles which should govern such an 
investigation, and also several important and easily in- 
telligible diagrams, showing the relation between expected 
It would be well if all other life 


? 









their affairs. The dividend te the shareholders was ten 
shillings per share, being the largest which the company 
has yet given. 
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Rate or INTEREST ON LANDED SEcURITIES.—At a meet- 
ing of the Commissioners on the Rate of Interest on Landed 
Securities in Scotland, it was resolved that the rate of interest 
on such first-class securities, from and after Martinmas next, 
be at the rate of four per cent. 


Lronarp EpMUNDs AGAIN.—-We learn, on good authority, 
that Mr. Leonard Edmunds has filed a bill in the Court of 
Chancery against Lord Brougham and his brother, William 
Brougham, to get back the money paid for them, as he 
alleges, since the year 1833.—Court Journal. 


An ARaBIAN Court or Justicr.—In a country where 
every man is his own lawyer, and where the jury, too, is of 
a simple formation and much less numerous than in English 
courts, criminal causes are comparatively soon settled. The 
head man of the place, the village Kadee, a personage never 
wanting even in the smallest Arab community, and two or 
three ofthe principal inhabitants, usually fill the place of 
jurors, though their verdict is, after all, rather of moral than 
of strictly legal weight. The office of crown advocate merges 
in the judge, and that of counsel in the accused party him- 
self. Sometimes, however, the prosecution is conducted by 
the plaintiff, when distinct from the supremeauthority itself, 
for instance, in cases of private murder and the like. I 
should add, that in Arabia the title of Kadee is far from 
equivalent to that of our English ‘‘judge,” and implies a 
consultative rather than a judicial position, though the con- 
trary is the rule in other parts of the Kast. We had the 
advantage of being present while sentence was passed on one 
of the Feyd culprits, and of witnessing its execution im- 
mediately after; it was identically the same with that 
which many a schoolboy in our own conservative island in- 
curs from the justice of his offended master ; and here also 
the sufferer screamed much more loudly than the light in- 
fliction warranted. It is only fair to say that in capital 
proceedings, and indeed in all more serious affairs, Arab 
Justice is by no means equally rough and ready. Witnesses 
are summoned and sworn in, the trial lasts many days, 
appeal from a lower to a higher tribunal up to that of the 
monarch himself is granted if asked, and after final sentence 
has been pronounced, execution is deferred for a space of 
never less than twenty-four hours, and sometimes prorogued 
for weeks and months, till matters often end in a free pardon, 
or in a mitigation of the legal penalty. Nor can the most 
absolute rulers of Arabia violate with impunity the restric- 
tions placed by a sense of responsibility and humanity on the 
too rapid course of such trials, or venture to condemn a sub- 
ject to death in time of peace simply on their own authority 
or without the stated intervention of legal procedures. Here 
again we may note a most important resemblance between 
the Arab pure and the European.—Palgrave’s Central and 
Eastern Arabia. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE GUILDHALL HOTEL. 
Aug 4.—By Mr. Marsa. 

Frechold building, being No, 14, Red Lion-yard, Clerkenwell, with 
reversion to rack rentals,amounting to £46 16s. per annum—Sold 
for £540. 

Freehold, 8 residences, situate in Devonshire-place, and Wellington- 
terrace, Amersham-road, New Cross, producing £300 per annum— 
Sold for £5,200. 

Leasehold house, known as Lawn Cottage, Cowley-road, Vassall-road, 
Brixton, let at £23 per annum ; term, 80 years from 1821; ground- 
rent, £4 per annum—Sold for £205, 

Leasehold, 2 houses, being Nos. 1 and 2, Cowley-cottages, aforesaid, 
producing £44 per annum; term, similar to above; ground-rent, 
£8 per annum—Sold for £415. 

Absolute reversion to one-seventh of £10,509 Consols, receivable on 
the death of a lady aged 57 years—Sold for £565. 

An annuity of £50, payable during the life of a gentleman aged 63 
years—sold for £300, 

The contingent reversion to three-sixth shares of a sum of £3,058 
Consols ; also the reversion to three-sixth shares of £3,174 12s, 6d. 
Consols ; and 3 policies of assurance, amounting to £1,600 on the 
lives of the reversioners—Sold for £835. 

Absolute reversion to one-seventh share of £3,000 sterling, receivable 
on the death of a lady aged 55 years; also the benefit of survivor- 
ship, in two of the remaining shares—sold for £110. 

Aug. 7.—By Mr. Gro. Hangs. 

Freehold residence, being No. 6, High-street, Kensington, let at £70 
per annum—Sold for £2,140. 

Leasehold business premises, with residence, being No. 15, Rose- 
terrace, Fulham-road, let at £100 per annum; term, 86 years unex= 
pired; ground-rent, £15 per annum—Sold for £1,480. 

Ground lease, for 59 years, at £10 per annum, of a residence with 
garden and es, being No. 27, Westbourne-place, Bel- 
gravia,—Sold for £1,190. 





AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Aug. 8.— By Messrs. E. & H. Lumiey. 

Freehold estate, known as Oaklands, situate close to the village of 
Almondsbury, Gloucestershire, comprising a mansion and 53 acres 
of land—Sold for £9,000. 

By Mr. Newson. 

Leasehold, 4 houses, being Nos, 22, 24, 25, and 26, Brooksby-street, 
Liverpool-road, Islington, producing £118 per annum; term, 44 
years unexpired ; ground-rent, £24 per annum—Sold for £1,135. 

Leasehold ground-rents, amounting to £113 per annnm (for 44 years) 
secured upon houses in Brooksby-street, and Barnsbury-mews, 
Islington—Sold for £1,720. 

Aug. 9.—By Messrs. Fareprotuer, Cuarx, & Co. 

Freehold and copyhold estate, known as Pebble Coombe, comprising 
residence, lawn, grounds, and about 20 acres of land, situate in the 
—— of Walton-on-the-Hill and Betchworth, Surrey—Sold for 

150. 
, By Messrs. Epw1n Fox & Bovs¥FiELv. 

Freehold, 2 houses, being Nos. 2 and 5, Kenilworth-road, Esmond-road, 
—_ Victoria-park, producing £52 per annum—Sold for 

0. 





AT THE LONDON TAVERN. 
Aug. 7.—By Messrs. Norton & Trist. 

Frechold, 4a Or 6p of arable land, situate at Snape, Aldbourne, Wilt- 
shire—Sold for £140. 

Aug. 8.—By Messrs. Denenuam, Tewson, & FarMER. 

Freehold farm, known as Copper-lane Farm, consisting of 44 acres, 
situate in the parish of Marden, Keut—Sold for £2,500. 

Freehold farm, known as Little Horden Farm, consisting of 80 acres, 
situate inthe parishes of Goudhurst and Cranbrook, Kent—Sold 
for £2,020. 

Freehold residence, known as Matham Manor House, Matham-road, 
East Moulsey ; also a plot of building land adjoining; let at £75 
per annum—Sold for £1,630. 

Freehold, 4 residences, being Nos. 1 to 4, Church-villas, Church-road, 
East Moulsey; let at £40 per annum each—Sold for £1,590. 

The goodwill and effects of the old established photographic business 
carried on at No. 433, Strand—Sold for £160. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

LOVELL—On Aug. 8, at St. John’s-wood, tho wife of G, Lovell, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

SELWYN—On Aug. 3, at Chester-square, the wife of C. J. Selwyn, 
Esq., Q.C., M.P., of Richmond, Surrey , of a daughter. 

SKILLS—On Aug. 5, at Portman-square, the wife of G. Skills, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

BOURNE—BEARE—O0n Aug. 2, at St. George’s, Dublin, Charles H. 
Bourne, Esq., son of Walter Bourne, Esq., Clerk of the Crown for 
Antrim, to Jeannie Emma, daughter of the late Henry Edward 
Beare, Esq., of the General Post Office. 

GIFFARD—ADAMS—On Aug. 5, at St. John’s, Notting-hill, H. S. 
Giffard, Esq., Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, to Alice, daughter 
of the late J. Adams, Esq., South Hampstead. 

HAWKINS—NICHOLS~—On July 20, at St. Peter’s, Walworth, J. Haw- 
kins, Esq., late of Lee-bridge, Lewisham, to Charlotte, daughter of 
the late J. Nichols, Esq., Solicitor, Cook’s-court, Lincoin’s-inn- 


fields. 

HERRING—BELL—On June 21, at the Cathedral, Toronto, H. L. S. 
Herring, Esq., H.M.’s 30th Regt., son of the Rev. A. Herring, Rec- 
tor of Thorpe, Norfolk, to Lizzie, daughter of J. Bell, Esq., Q.C., of 


Toronto. 

LUSH—TREE—On Aug. 5, at the Holy Trinity Church, South Ken- 
nington, R. C, Lush, B.A., of Trinity College, Cambridge, son of 
R. Lush, Esq., Q.C., to Alice, daughter of the late Lieut.-Col. Tree, 
10th Bengal Cavalry. 

0’BRIEN—O’GERAN—On Aug. 1, at St. Andrew's, Dublin, Donough 
G’Brien, Esq., Solicitor, to Maria, daughter of the late Myles Barry 
O’Geran, of St. Anne’s Rock, county Cork, 

TARLETON—SMITH—On Aug. 2, at Feckenham, W. W. Tarleton, 
Handsworth, son of R. H. Tarleton, Esq., Solicitor, Birmingham, 
to Ann B., daughter of J. Smith, Esq., of Doe Bank House, Ast- 
wood, Broomsgrove. 

VAN SANDAU—TINDALE—On Aug. 9, at Almondbury parish 
church, by the Rev. Lewis Jones, vicar, assisted by the Rev. T. B. 
Benstead, M.A., incumbent of Lockwood, Frederick Edgar Van 
Sandau, Esq., Solicitor, of the firm of Van Sandau, Cumming, & 
Sons, of 13, King-stret, Cheapside, and only son of Andrew Van 
Sandau, Esq., of Mecklenburgh - square, to Catherine Robinson, 
third daughter of the late John Tindale, Esq., of Rose-villa, Almond- 
bury, near Huddersfield, Solicitor. 


DEATHS. 

ALLEN—On Aug. 1, at Bedford, Martha, wife of J. J. Allen, Esq., 
Solicitor. 

ARDILL—On July 29, at Moats, county Westmeath, Thomas Ardill, 
Esq., Crown Solicitor for Cavan and Longford. 

AYTOUN—On Aug. 4, at Blackhills, near Elgin, W. E. Aytoun, Esq., 
Advocate, Professor of Rhetoric and English Literature of the Unie 
versity of Edinburgh, and Sheriff of Orkney and Shetland. 

BURWASH—On Aug. 6, at Belvedere, Kent, Isabelle, wife of E. 
A. Burwash, Esq., of the city of London, Notary Public, aged 28, 

HORNIDGE—On Aug. 6, at Bedford-square, G. Hornidge, Esq., Solici- 


tor. 

LEMAN-On May 25, at India, F. W. Leman, Lieutenant 107th Ben~ 
gal Infantry, son of J. Leman, Esq., Solicitor, Chester-terrace and 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, aged 24. 

STUBBS—On Aug. 6, at Midway-park, Frances A., wife of T,J. 
Stubbs, Esq., Solicitor. 
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UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standi: in the foll Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, end other Claimants appear 


within Three Months: — 

Batts, Tsomas, Devonshire - street. Quzeen’s - square, Holborn, 
Labourer, and Mary Barts, his wife. £107 0s. 6d. New £3 per 
Cent. Annuities—Claimed by said T. Batts and Mary Batts. 

BEDINGFIELD, Mason Cuartes, of Oxburgh, Norfolk, and E. W. Jer- 
MINGHAM, Of Pall-mall, Esq., deceased. Two dividends on the sum 
of £891 15s. 4d. and one dividend on the sum of £343 16s. 5d. Con- 
solidated £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by said Major C. Beding- 
field, the survivor. 

EGER ron, LigvTENANT COLONEL Du Pre, of the Rifle Brigade. One 
Dividend on the sum of £5,724 16s. 7d. Consolidated £3 per Cent. 
Annuities—Claimed by Dame Rebecca Grey Egerton, Widow, the 
administratrix, 

Gxt, Saran Corvetra, of Thetford, Norfolk, Spinster, deceased. One 
dividend on the sum of £1,650 Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities 
—Claimed by Rev. Frederick Garner Gill, Carolina Elizabeth Gill, 
Spinster, and John Withers Dowson, executors of Garner Gill, who 
was the surviving executor of Sarah C. Gill. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


UMinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, Aug. 4, 1865, 
Lim1tEp In CHANCERY. 

Anglo-Californian Gold Mining Company —All parties claiming to 
be the creditors of the above-named company are to come in and 
prove their claims at the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Kinders- 
ley on or before Sept 6, and it was ordered that Mr. William Tur- 
quand, 16, Tokenhouse-yard, be appointed official liquidator. 

Cae Seys Hematite Iron Ore Company (Limited).—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before Oct 2, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Whinney, 5, 
Serle-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Nov 6 at 1 is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Cleveland Iron Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Oct 3, to send their names and addresses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Whinney, 5, Serle-st, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Nov 6 at 12is appointed for hearing and ad- 
judicating upon the debts and claims. 

Nova Scotia Land and Gold Crushing and Amalgamating Company 
(Limited).—Petition for winding-up, presented July 31, directed to 
be heard before the Master of the Rolls on the next day of petitions. 
Thomas & Hollams, Mincing-lane, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Tuxspay, Aug. §, 1865. 

Land Drainage and Improvement Company of Denmark (Limited).— 
Petition for winding-up, presented Aug 8, directed to be heard before 
Vice-Chancellor Wood at the Sessions House, Woodbridge, Suffolk, 
on Aug 28 at 12.30. Davidson & Co, Basinghall-st, solicitors for 
the petitioner. 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Frivay, Aug. 4, 1865. 

bee = Female Friendly Society, Nag’s Head-inn, Castleton, Derby. 
July 27. 

Havelock Friendly Society, Pheasant Tavern, Vauxhall-walk. July 31. 

Coal Brook Vale Friendly Society, Golden’ Lion-i -inn, Aberystwith, 
Monmouth, July 3 


Creditors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpay, Aug. 4, 1865. 
Boyse, Rev Richd, Halkin-st West, Clerk. Oct 3. Farrer v Hunt,M.R. 
Chennell, John, Tenterden, Kent, Gent. Oct 1. Schoolbridge v Chen- 
nell, M.R. 
Colemere, Joseph, Ellesmere, Salop, Grocer. 
Colemere, V.C. Kindersley. 
Green, Eliz Georgiana, Normantcn-on-the-Heath, Leicester, Spinster, 
Sept 10. Green v Green, M.R. 
Hodges, Jeffery, Stratford, Essex, Gent. 
V.C. Wood. 
Huntley, Richd Freville, Boxwell-ct, Gloucester. 
Clutterbuck, V.C. Stuart. 


Nov 2. Colemere v 


Oct 10. Hodges v Hodges, 


Oct 28. Huntley v 


Lacey, Edmund John, Peckham-grove, Camberwell, Gent. Smith v 
White, V.C Kindersley. 
Schwenck, Mary, Canterbury-villas, Brixton, Widow. Sept!. Gil- 


bert v Beckett, M.R. 
Sharman, Stephen, Thorney, Cambridge, Farmer, 
Egar, V.C. Stuart. 


Oct 1. Sharman v 
Tourspay, Aug. 8, 18 

Allexander, John, Brixton, Surrey, Gent. 
ander, V.C. Stuart. 

Alexander, Mary, Brixton, Surrey, Spinster, 
Alexander, V.C, Stuart. 

Austis, Bernard. Liskeard, Cornwall, Solicitor. 
Caunter, V.C. Wood. 

Bewley, Jas, Calne, Wilts, Yeoman. Oct 2, 

Coulson, Thos, Penzance, Cornwall, Gent. 

1.R. 


55. 

Oct 1, Thompson v Alex- 
Oct 1. Thompson v 
Oct 30. Austis v 


Jefferys v Jefferys, M.R. 
Oct 2. Coulson v York, 


Harrison, Eliz, Tulse-hill, Surrey, Spinster. Oct 1. Harrison v 
Richards, V.C. Stuart. 
Harwood, Chas, New Charlton, Kent, Gent. Oct 10. Harwood v Har- 


wood, V.C. Stuart. 
Hetherington, ee, Brighton, Spinster. Oct 10. 
Smith, V.C. Wood. 
Horlock, W * shorwel Isle of Wight, Yeoman. Oct 2, Mew rv Wake- 
ford, V.C. Wood. 
Hyde, Robt, } > ne, Lancaster, Surgeon, & Alfred Hyde, 
or’ Chester, Cotton Spinner. Oct 2. Woods v Sowerby, 
Cc. Wood 
remem John, Kent-st, Southwark. Sept 15. Bury v Edwards, V.C. 
oO 


Tildesley v 





Oct2. Davies v Roberts, M.R. 


Lloyd, Thos, Chelsea, Middx, Gent. 
Oct 1. Clarke v Southern, V.C. 


Matthews, Thos, Ludlow, Salop, Gent. 
Stuart. 


Page, John, Bloomsbury-st, Bedford-sq, Potato Salesman. Oct 2. 
Graham v Page. V.C. Kindersley. 

Snewin, Richd, Upper Clapton, Middx, Builder. Oct 2. Snewin v. 
Snewin, M.R. 

Unteresos, John Jas, Ramsgate, Kent, Esq. Oct 2. Champain v 


Coghlan, 
Webb, p ona on Millbrook, Southampton, Gent. 
Webb, V.C. Wood. 


Credtlors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Aug. 4, 1865, 

Alder, Wm, Windsor Farm, Charlton, Wantage, Berks, Farmer. 
1. Ormond. 

Bartlett, Chas Norton, Bletchingdon-grounds, Oxford. Sept 29. Mal- 
lam, Oxford. 

Bennett, Sidney Herbert, Mary-le-Port-st, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. 
Sept rf Gamlen, Gray’s-inn. 

Berridge, Saml, Friar-lane, Leicester, Solicitor. 
& Morris, Leicester. 

Blackwell, Ann, Chester-sq, Pimlico, Widow. Sept 14. 
Co, Temple. 

Blakeney, Barbara, Suffolk-sq, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Spinster. 
Oct 1. Lingwood, Cheltenham. 

Blakeney, Catherine, Wilton-pl, Belgravia, Middx, Spinster. Oct 1, 


Lingwood, Cheltenham. 
Box, “Hy, Chewton, Somerset, Sept 1. Bernard, Wells, 
Sept 1. 


Oct 10. Clark v 


Nov 


Sept 27. Berridge 
Brundrett & 


Gent. 
Somerset. 

Croft, Archer Jas, Chichester, Sussex, Esq. 
Lincoln’s-inn. 


Hunter & Co, 


Farnell, Chas, Isleworth, Middx, Gent. Oct 1. Farnell & Briggs, 
Isleworth. 

Farnell, John, Isleworth, Middx, Brewer. Septl. Farnell & Briggs, 
Isleworth, 


Graham, Thos, Gt Ayrton, Cleveland, York, Esq. Sept 30. Glaister, 

Stokesley. 

Hegan, Joseph Jas, Dawpool, Chester, Esq. Nov 30. Lloyd & Co, 
Oct 1. Handsley & Tatter- 

Sept 12. Hubbard, Rugby. 


Sheppard, Wells. 
Sept 1. Corles, Wor- 


pool. 

Helme, Elijah, Burnley, Lancaster, Gent. 
sall, Burnley. 

Horne, Mary, Midhurst, Sussex, Widow. 

Jenkins, Jas, Wells, !'lasterer. Oct}. 

Maybury, Luke Pytinch, Worcester, Carrier. 
cester, 

Norris, Ann, Formby, Lancaster, Widow. 
son, Lpool. 

Parsons, Mary, Oxford, Widow. Sept 20. 

Pitchers, Major Wm, Mortlake, Surrey, Gent. 
lronmonger-lane. 


Sept 15. Drewe & Serjeant- 


Mallam, Oxford. 
Sept 29. Anderson, 


Whinerey, Saml, Underbarrow, Westmorland, Gent. Sept 2l. Harri- 
son & Son, Kendal. 

Yeates, Thos, Carlton Minniott, York, Farmer. Nov 1. Siddall, 
Otley. 

Young, Mary, Dorset-terrace, Clapham-road, Widow. Oct4. Fisher, 


Threadneedle-st, 
Tvuespay, Aug. 8, 1865. 
Capel, Ann Susannah, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Widow. Sept 6, 
Smith & Shepherd, Golden-sq. 
Carr, Jas, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Shoemaker, Sept 29. Brooke, Wood- 
bridge. 


Cook, Geo Wingrove, Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. Sept 14. 
Steele & Son, Bloomsbury- sq. 
Curtis, Geo W m, Padworth Rectory, Berks, Clerk. Nov l. Blandy & 


Blandy, R eading. 
Dominy, Geo Hy, H.M.’s Ship Osprey, Master R.N. Oct 2 
Gibbons, Edwd, Bath, Somerset, Grocer. Oct 31. Mant & Co, Bath. 
Hunt, Geo, bath, Surgeon. Oct 14. Hill, Bath. 
Johnson, Joseph, Wisbeach, Cambridge, Master Mariner. 
Wainwright & Mander, 


Sept 8. 


Marshall, Wm, Tichborne-st, Haymarket, Surgeon. Sept 15. Robin- 
son, Ironmonger-lane. 

Midford, Robt, south- bank, Regent’s-park, Esq. Decl. Watkins & 
Co, Sackville-st. 

Pearson, Harriett, St James’s-pl, Westminster, Spinster. Sept 14. 
James, Essex-st, Strand. 

Robins, Edmund, Waterloo-pl, Pall-mall, Auctioneer. Sept 30, 
Aldridge, Montague-pl, Russell-sq. 

Rowland, Benj, Horsham, Sussex, Builder. Sept 29. Medwin & 


Clarkson, Horsham. 

Snell, Wm Westren, Plymouth, Devon, Gent. 
Plymouth. 

Thaxter, Saml, Potter Heigham, Norfolk, Esq. 
Norwich. : 

Timms, Ann, Newton Burgoland, Leicester, Widow. 
& Smith, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 

Walder, Hannah, Rusper, Sussex, Widow. Sept 29, 
Clarkson, Horsham, Sussex. 

Walder, Richd, Rusper, Sussex, Yeoman, Sept 29. Medwin & Clarke 
son, Horsham. , 

Williams, Martha, Wilmington, nr Dartford, Kent, Spinster. Oct 16. 
Schultz, Dyer’s-buildings, Holborn. 

Asstguments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fripay, Aug. 4, 1865. 

Robinson, David, Euston-rd, Paper Hanging Dealer. July 27. 
son & Lewis, Old Jewry. 
Weeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 

Fripay, Aug. 4, 1865. 
Bastiu, John, Nottingham, Grocer. July 19. 


Oct 5. Elworthy & Co, 


Oct 1. Keith & Co 
Oct 3. Green 
Medwin & 


Harri- 


Conv. Reg Aug 2. 


Bentley, Mary, Bradford, York, Cabinet Maker. July 21. Comp. Reg 
Aug 4. 
Bollom, Jas, Manch, Grocer. July 6, Comp. Reg Aug 2. 
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ue Wm, X North n Hyde Farm, nr Southall, Middlesex, Contractor. 
July 24. Conv. Reg Aug 2. 

Brown, Wm Cliff, and John Baker, Bristol, Steam Turners. July 31. 
Comp. Reg Aug 4. 

Burston, John, and Kate Carstairs, Taunton, Somerset, Stationers, 
July 6. Comp. Reg Aug 

a’ White Lion- a, Pentony ille, Corn Dealer. July 3. Comp. 

keg uly 
Clappison, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. July 8. Conv. Reg 


Aug 3, 
Coulson, Hy, Mildmay-st, Ball’s Pond-rd, Plumber. July 14. Comp. 
g Aug fh 
= ies, David Edwin, Ruthin, Denbigh, Grocer. July 5. Comp. Reg 
ug 2, 
Edgington, John Farncombe, Old Kent-rd, Tarpauling Manufacturer, 
July 25. Comp. Reg Aug 3 
= eo Selwood, Somerset, Schoolmaster. July 19. Conv. 
eg Aug 
Evans, pe Nl Wednesbury, Stafford, Leather Seller. July 14. Comp. 
Reg Aug 2, 


Field, Hy, Nottingham, Bookbinder. July 17. Conv. Reg Aug 


Gale, Saml Arthur Per’ ks, Colchester, Essex, Coach Builder. iy 22, 
Conv. Reg Aug 1. 
—. Win, Calverley, Cloth Manufacturer. July 17. Comp. Reg 
ug ¢ 


Grogan, Hugh, & David Grogan, Cheetham, Lancaster, Builders. 
uly 7. Conv. Reg Aug 3. 
Hayne, Saml Holditch Thos, Red Lion-st, Clerkenwell, Silversmith. 
July 7. Comp. Reg Aug 4. 
Howard, Edwd, Fenton, Lincoln, 
Aug 2. 
Jones, Hy Coad, Southampton, Engineer H.M. Royal Navy. 
Conv. Reg Aug 4. 
Jones, , Wm, W olstanton, Stafford, Grocer. July 18. 
ug 
Keen, Edwd Dear, Henry-st, Portland-town, Paper Hanging Manu- 
fac turer. July 8. Comp. Reg Aug 3 
yy Robt Hy, Liscard, Chester, Grocer. Aug 2. 
ug 4, 
Lunn, John, Leeds, York,Grocer. July 20. Conv. Reg Aug 3. 
Picard, Camille Francois, Crutched-friars, Wine and Spirit Merchant. 
Aug 3. Comp. Reg Aug 3. 
Purdy, Wm, York, Draper. Julw10. Conv. Reg Aug 4. 
Sixsmith, Saml, Manch, Cotton and Waste Dealer, July 5. 
Reg Aug 2 
Skwarcow, Alexander, & John Skwarcow, Leadenhall-st, Merchants. 
July 6. Comp. Rese Aug 1. 
Sparrow, Hy, Kingswinford, Stafford, Ironmaster. 
Reg Aug 
— Ralph, Burlington, York, Boot and Shoemaker. July 6. Comp. 
teg Aug 2. 
White, Wm, Lpool, Butter Merchant. July 29. Comp. Reg Aug 3. 
Whitby, Warrington, Lancaster, Grocer. July 1. Asst. Reg Aug 3. 
Winchester, Wm, Lpool, Hemp and Flx Dealer. June 16. Comp. 


Reg Aug 3, 
Tvusgspay, Aug. 8, 1865. 

Anderson, Maria, Sale, Chester, Schoolmistress. July 10, Asst. Reg 
Aug 7 

Bunbury, Denis, Lpool, Grocer. July 31. Comp. Reg Aug 5. 

Catt, John, Tunbridge, Kent, Blacksmith. July 31. Comp. Reg 
Augs 

Clark, Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Floor Cloth Manufacturer. July 
29. Conv. Reg Aug 8. 

Clarke, Saml, Ipswich, Suffolk, Surveyor. Aug 2. Comp. Reg Aug 4, 

Collyer, John, Kingston, Surrey, Grocer. July 10, Comp. Reg July 7. 

Davies, Caleb, Britonferry, Glamorgan, Grocer. July 24. Comp. 
Reg Aug gi. 

Dearn, Joseph, Tenbury, Worcester, Ironmonger. Aug 4. Asst, 
Reg Aug 8. 


Comp. Reg 
July 31, 


Farmer. July 5. 


Conv. Reg 


Comp. Reg 


Comp. 


July 6. Conv. 


Dorsett, Wm Smith, Birm, Zine Manufacturer. July12, Comp. Reg 
Aug 7. 
Fry, 5 aml, Ashton-in-Makerfield, Lancaster, Grocer. July 21. Asst. 
Aug 7. 
Pn Bo Robt Hy, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Grocer. July 10, 
Comp. Reg Aug 7. 
Girlin, Thos Brook, Lambeth-walk, Clothier. July 21. Comp. Reg 


Aug 8. 

Goldberg, Gustave, Manch, Jeweller. July 17. 

Hale, Wm, Walsall, Stafford, Spring Hook and Swivel Maker. 
Asst. Reg Aug 7. 

Hall, John Alfred, & Ferdinand Fornacon, Newport, Monmouth, Ship 
Chandlers. July 11. Asst. Reg Aug 5, 

Hawkes, Fras, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat and Bonnet Manufacturer. 
July 11, Asst. Reg Aug 5, 

Hedges, Jas, Oxford, Greengrocer. July 21. Reg Aug 4. 

Holliday, Fras, Bridlington, York, Brewer. Conv. Reg 
Aug 7 

Horne, Geo, Dunstable, Bedford, Straw Manufacturer. July 10, Comp. 
Reg Aug 7. 

Jackson, Amos, Edgbaston, Birm, Builder. July 11. Comp. Reg 


Aug 8. 
Jessop, John Brown, Swineshead, Lincoln, Publican. Aug 2. Asst. 
July 19. 


Comp. Reg Aug 5. 
Aug 3. 


Comp. 
July 14, 


Reg Aug 7. 

Jones, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Boot aud Shoe Maker. 
Asst. Reg Aug7 

Langdon, Jas Hy, America-sq, Minories, Merchant. July 29. Comp. 
Reg Aug 7. 

Lobjoit, Thos Moses, Acton-green, Middx, Iroamonger, July 17. 
Comp. Reg Aug 4. 

Mason, Hy Drewery, W + aoe Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. July 
il, Conv. Reg July 

Mather, Chas Jas, = Chas Wm Mather, Bath, Jewellers. 
Conv. Reg July 

May, Emily, Bristol, Lodging-house Keeper. July 25. Comp. Reg 
Aug 8. 

McAvoy, Wm, Lpool, General Dealer. July 18. Conv. Reg Aug 5. 

Nolcini, Joseph, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Watch Maker. July 19. Comp, 
Reg Aug 7, 


July 15, 








Parish, rawin, Birm, Yeleie, “July | 10. ‘ac, Reg. Aug 

Pike, Francis John, Seckford-st, Clerkenwell, Brush Maker. July 1. 
Asst. Reg Aug 3 

Reel, Michael, Lpool, Hatter. July 11. 

Rouse, Wm, Newport, Monmouth, China Dealer. 
Reg Aug 5. 

Ruglen, Jas, Barnsley, York, Printer. July 13. Comp. Reg Aug 5. 

Scotthorn, Thos Kendall, Leicester, Currier. July 28. Asst. Reg 


Conv. Reg Aug 
Suly “ts. Comp. 


Aug 7. 

—, Hy, Alconbury Weston, Huntingdon, Tailor. July 10. Conv. 
Reg Aug 7. 

Williams, Wm, Holywell, Flint, Printer. July 25. 

Wingad, John, Spalding, Lincoln, General Dealer. 
Reg Aug 4. 

Wood, Geo, Monkwearmouth, Durham, Dealer in Oils. Aug 1. Comp. 
Reg Aug 5, 


Comp. Reg Aug l. 
July 11. Asst. 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Aug. 4, 1865. 
To Surrender in London. 
Banting, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Aug 1. 
Deere, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Barnes, Edwin John, Cornwall-pl, Holloway, Hair Dresser. Pet Aug 1. 
Aug 22at1. Olive, Lincoln’s-inn*fields, 
Cheffins, Wm Harper, Waltham Cross, Hertfordshire, Beer Retailer. 
Pet July 31. Aug 22 at 12. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 
Cranswick, Wm Noad, Vassall-rd, Surrey, Surgeon, Pet July 31. Aug 
22at1. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 
Craufurd, Robt Emilius Fazakerly, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Pet 
Aug 2. Aug 23 at 11. Morgan, Maidstone. 
Downer, John Wm ‘err Surrey-p], Wandsworth-rd, Lambeth, Book- 
seller. Pet Aug2. Aug 22at2, Lewis & Lewis, Holborn. 
Freeman, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 31 (for pau). 
Aug 22 at 12. Manday, Strand. 
Frushard, Geo Edwd, Lewisham, Kent, Ship Broker. Pet Aug 2. Aug 
22at2. Miller & Stubbs, Philpot- -lane. 
Jordan, Richd, Southampton, Attorney. Aug 22 atl. 
Paterson & Sons, Fleet-st. 
Kendrick, Geo, & Ben Davis Hodges, Gresham-st, Warehousmen. Det 
Aug 2. Aug 23at1l. Treherne & Wolferstan, Aldermanbury. 
Manins, Jas, Preston-st, Mile-end New-town, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet July 31. Aug 22at ll. Edwards, Bush- lane, Cannon-st. 
Mason, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug ! (for pau). Aug 23 
at ll. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 
Montague, Louisa, Regent’s-pk, Spinster. Pet July 31. Aug 22 at 11. 
Wright, Chancery-lane, 
Pet July 31. Aug 22 
Pet July 28. Aug 23 


Aug 22 atl. 


Pet Aug 1. 


Morl, Jas Hancock, Cambridge, Hair Dresser. 
at 12. Cole, Essex-st. 
Nasmyth, Chas Jas, Gt St Helen’s, Merchant. 
atll, Flux & Argles, East India-avenue. 
Norman, Fredk, Brook-st, Grosvenor-sq, Milliner. Pet July 31. Aug 
22 atl. Mardon & Walker, Moorgate-st. . 

Parker, Joseph Wright, Waltham-cross, Hertford, Stationer. Pet July 
31. Aug 22at1ll. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Parker, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Aug 1 (for pau). Aug 
23 at 11. Goatley, Covent-garden. 

Pearce, Wm Hayward, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Aug 1 (for 
pau). Aug 23 at tl. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Proctor, John Wellard, Woolmore-st, Limehouse, out of business. 
Pet July 31. Aug 22 at 12. Silvester, Gt Dover-st 

Randall, Joseph Wm, Stratford, Essex,no occupation. Pet July 31. 
Aug 22 at ll. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Sperring, John Joseph, Prisoner tor bebt, London. 

pau). Aug 22at12. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

Thick, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, “London. Pet July 31 (for pau). Aug 
22 at 12. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 
Thrift, Wm, St George’s-pl, St George’s-in-the-East, Colour Maker. 
Pet July 31. Aug 22at 1. Keene & Maisland, Lower Thames-st. 
Toy, Wm, Brixton, Surveyor. Pet July 25, Aug 22 at ll. Priost, 
Buckingham-st. 

Ward, Wm, Brixton-rd, Upholsterer. Pet July 24. 
Solomon, Finsbury-pl. 

Warren, Geo, and Hy Stonham, Gay-st, Putney, Carpenters. Pet Aug 
2. Aug 22at 2. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Wells, Hy Fox, Chiswick, Middlesex, Engineer. Pet July 31. 
at 12. Venning & Co, ‘Tokenhouse- yd, 

White, Thos, jun, St John’s-ter, Notting Hill, Marble Mason. Pet July 
31, Aug 22 at 12. Alderton, Connaught- ter, Edgware-rd, 

Wildish, Eliz, Mount-st, Grosvenor-sq, Lace Dealer. Pet July 31, 





Pet July 31 (for 


Aug 17 at 11, 


Aug 22 


Aug 17 at}. Chidley, Old Jewry. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Adamson, John, Bradford, York, Woolstapler. Pet July 31. Leeds, 
Aug l4 at il, Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Ashbee, Jas, Cardiff, Sheriffs’ Officers’ Clerk. Pet July 31. Cardiff, 


Aug l8at1l. Raby, Cardiff. 
Azulay, Isaac, Manch, Merchant. 
Slater & Barling, Manch. 
Barratt, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. 
Aug 26 at 9.30. 
Birchby, Nathaniel, Little Bolton, Lancaster, Beerseller. Pet July 31. 
Bolton, Aug i6atl0. Hinnell, Bolton. 
Cheetham, Kichd, Brereton, Chester, Farmer. Pet Aug 1. 
& Sandbach, Aug 16 at11. Washington, Congleton. 
Clark, Thos Alex, Sunderland, Durham, Draper. July. Sunderland, 
Aug 22 at3. Simey, Sunderland. 
Pet Aug 1. 


Pet July 26. Manch, Aug 23 at 12. 
Adj July 18. Salford, 


Congleton 


Coates, Wm, Leeds, York, out of business. Bradford, 
Aug 15 at 10. Harle, Leeds. 

Crosley, Benj Wilson, Leeds, York, Chemist. Pet July 31. Leeds, 
Aug l4at il. Clarke, Leeds. 

Evans, Benj, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Collier, Pet July 25. Aberdare, 
Aug 22 at ll. Simons, Merthyr Tydfil. 

Fry, Edwd, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Boat Builder. Adj July 15. 
Newcastle- -upon-Tyne, Aug 16 at 12. Hoyle, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
Goodere, John Hy, Newport, Monmouth, Solicitor. Pet Aug 1. 

Bristol, Aug 15 at 11. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 
Greaves, Edwin Tracey, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Chemist, Pet July 27. 
Bristol, Aug 15 at Al. Trenerry, Bristol, 
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Holmes, Wm, Ambleside, Westmorland, Tailor. 
side, Aug 16 at 12. Heelis, Hawkeshead. 

Hopkinson, Clement, Walsall. Stafford, out of business. 
Walsall, Aug 21 at 12, Wilson, Lichfeld. 

James, John, Worcester, Dentist. Pet Ang 1. 
11. Wilson, Worcester. 

Johns, John, Birm, out of business. 
Smaillbone, Coventry. 

Lane, Chas, Hastings, Sussex, Plumber. 
19at 11. Shorter, Hastings. 
Levy, Solomon, Birm, Jeweller. 

Rooke, Birm. 

Lines, Wm, Luton, Bedford, Painter. 
10. Shepherd, Luton. 

Lingard, Thos, Salford, Lancaster, Porter. Pet Augl. Salford, Aug 
26 at 9.30. Wheeler, Manch. 

Lucas, Chas Jas, Macclesfield, Chester, Auctioneer, Pet Aug 1. Mac- 
clesfield, Aug 15 at \1. Higginbotham & Barclay, Macclesfield. 

McVey, Hugh, Kirkdale, Lpool, Boot Maker. Pet Aug 1. Lpool, Aug 
15 at4. Anderson, Lpool. 

Mitchell, Jas, & Jas Fletcher, Altrincham, Chester, Dyers, & John Hy 
Makinson, Manch, Dyer. Pet July 14. Manch, Aug lat 12. Sale 
& Co, Manch. 

Morris, John, Rhymney, Monmouth, Grocer. Pet Aug 1. Bristol, 
Aug 15 at 11. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Mountford, Joseph, Darlington, Durham, Iron Shearer. 
Darlington, Aug 19 at 10. Dunn, Darlington. 

Neil, Danl, Newtown, Cardiff, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Aug 2. Cardiff, 
Aug 19 at1l. Raby, Cardiff. 

Outram, Joseph, Burton-upon-Trent, Stafford, Timber Merchant. Pet 
Aug l. Birm, Aug 18 at !2. Southall & Nelson, Birm. 
Philip, Jas Edwin, Truro, Cornwall, Painter. Pet Aug 1. 

Aug 16at 1.30. Daw & Son, Exeter. 

Rennie, John, Kidderminster, Worcester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet July 
29. Kidderminster, Aug 19 at 10. Corbet, Kidderminster. 

Scarlett, Wm, Shieldfield, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Attorney’s Clerk. 
Pet Aug 1. Newcastle, Aug 19 at 10. Clavering, 

Sibthorp, Geo Hickford, Dunstable, Bedford, Butcher. Pet July 29. 
Luton, Aug 16 at 10. Bailey, Luton. 

Wagstaff, Job, Castle Morton, Worcester, Farmer. Pet Aug 2. Birm, 
Aug I8at 12. Wilson, Worcester, 


Adj July 17. Amble- 
Pet July 31. 
Worcester, Aug 16 at 
Pet Aug 2. Birm, Aug 28 at 10. 
Pet July 28. Hastings, Aug 
Pet Aug 2. Birm, Aug 18 at 12. 


Pet July 29. Luton, Aug 16 at 


Pet Aug 1. 


Exeter, 


White, Jas, Fareham, Hants, tishmonger. Pet Aug 1. Portsmouth, 
Sept 12at11, White, Portsea. 
Wing, Jas, Weaverham, Chester, Iunkeeper. Pet Aug2. Northwich, 


Aug 17 at 11, Thompson, Northwich. 
Turspay, Aug. 8, 1855. 
To Surrender in London, 

Ashenhurst, John Talbot, Hunter-st, Brunswick-sq, Cabinet Maker. 
Pet Aug 5. Aug 24at ll. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 
Bjornstrom, Matthias, West India Docks, Master Mariner. 

14. Aug 24at ll. Kearsey, Bucklersbury. 


Pet July 


Bowden, John, College-villas, Harrow, Clerk. Pet Aug 4. Aug 23 
atl. Wells, Moorgate-st. 
Dickson, Jas, Stanhope-st, Claremarket, Gold Beater. Pet Aug 4. 


Aug 23 atl. Morris, Beaufort-buildings, Strand 
Eccleston, Hy, Langham-st, Portland-pl, House Painter. 
Aug 23 at 12. Edwards, Little Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 
Gouldsmith, Edwd May, Barnsbury-st, Upper-st, Islington, out of 
business. Pet Aug 4. Aug 23 at 1, Marson & Co, Anchor-ter, 
Bridge-st, Southwark. 

Hibberd, Hy, Mayfield, Sussex, Speculator in Land. Pet July 28. 
Aug 24 at ll. Sole & Co, Aldermanbury, for Cripps, Tonbridge 
Wells, 


Pet Aug 3. 


Holmes, Robt Chas, Chiswick, Middx, Adjutant in Volunteers. Pet 
Aug 3. Aug 23at12. Linklaters & Hackwood, Walbrook. 

Kay, Kichd, Ranelagh-st, Pimlico, out of business, Pet Aug 4. Aug 
23atl. Peverley, Coleman-st. 

Lavis, Eliz, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 2 (for pau). Aug 
23 at 12. Goatly, Bow-st. 

Leavy, John, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Aug 2 (forpau). Aug 
23 at 12. Goatly, Bow-st. 

North, John, Nichols-st, Mile-end, Porter in the Leather Market. Pet 
Aug 4, Aug 23at2. Drew, New Basinghall-st. 

Pratley, Richd, Oxford, Upholsterer. Pet Aug3. Aug23at!. New- 


man, Suffoik-lane. 
Stephenson, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London, 
Aug 23 at 12. Goatly, Bow-st. 
Tilbury, John, Kilburn, Middx, Assistant to a Riding Master. Pet 
Aug 3. Aug 23 at11. Haynes, Duke-st, Manchester-sq. 
Tindall, Matthew, Woolwich, Kent, Carpenter, Pet Aug 5, Aug 24 
at il. Wells, Moorgate-st. 

Waydin, Richd, Brighton, Cheesemonger,. 
Nash & Co, Suffolk-lane, Cannon-st. 

Williams, Wm David, Shoe-lane, Fleet-st, Clerk. 
atll. Aikman, Sheriff’s-ct, Guildhall. 

Wilson, Hy, Hunter’s-mews, Brunswick-sq, Cabriolet Driver. Pet 
Aug 4. Aug23at1. Wyatt, Harpur-st, Red Lion-sq. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Barlow, Joseph Hy, Lpool, Bread and Flour Dealer. Pet Aug 1. 
Lpool, Aug 22 at 11. Hulton & Bellringer, Lpool. : 

Brearley, Jas, Handsworth, Stafford, Brushmaker. Adj June 12. 
Birm, Aug 28 at 10. 

Cass, Richd Chas, Scarborough, York, Grocer. Pet July 31. Leeds, 
Aug 2lat 11. Simpson, Leeds. 

Chapman, Thos, Crook, Durham, Journeyman Joiner. Pet Aug 5. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 3! at 12, Brignal, Durham. 

Crocker, Hy, Aylesbury, Buckingham, Innkeeper. Pet July 28. 
Aylesbury, Aug 14at 10, Clarke, Aylesbury. 

Cundall, Joseph, Leeds, York, Marble Mason. Pet July 18. Leeds, 


Pet Aug 2 (for pau). 


Pet Aug 4. Aug 23 at 2. 


Pet Aug 5. Aug 24 


Aug 24at12. Harle, Leeds. 

Dennis, Edwin, South Brent, Devon, Builder. Pet July 27. Exeter, 
Aug 8 at 2. Floud, Exeter. 4 

Fountain, Richd, Sheffield, Collector. Pet Aug 3. Sheffield, Aug 23 
atl. Binney & Son, Sheffield. : 

Glover, Geo, Scletater, Grocer. Pet Aug 4. Birm, Aug 22 at 11. 


Chamberlain, Leicester. 





Graham, Thos, Sunderland, Durham, Tailor. Pet Aug 4. Sunderland, 
Aug 25 at 12. Robinson, Sunderland. 
Gorton, Ily, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. 
26 at 9.30. Blair, Manch. 

Harman, Eli, West Malling, Kent, Pork Butcher. 
stone, Aug 17 at 11. Morgan. 

Hitch, Jas, Shurdingtou, Gloucester, Gardener. Pet Aug 1. 
tenham, Aug 18 at 9.30, Chesshyre, Cheltenham. 

Humphreys, John Morgan, Welchpool. Montgomery, Grocer. Pet 
Aug 3. Lpool, Aug 21 at 12, Dodge, Lpool 

Humphreys, Wm, & Robt Ellis, Lpool, Joiners. 
Aug 2l atl, Jones, Lpool. 

Johnson, John, Leeds, Journeyman Stonemason. Pet July 18. Leeds, 
Aug 24 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Jones, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. 
at 12. Clifton. 

Kemp, Thos Wm, Leeds, Journeyman Cabinet Maker. 
Leeds, Aug 24 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Lomas, Alex Higgs, Earl’s Barton, Northampton, Innkeeper. Pet 
Aug 2. Northampton, Aug 19 at 10. Shield & White, Northampton. 

Makinson, John, Manch, Merchant. Pet Aug 3. Manch, Sept 4 at 12. 
Hankinson & Kearsley, Manch. 


Adj July 18. Salford, Aug 
Pet July 31. Maid. 


Chel- 


Pet Aug 3. Lpool, 


Pet July 27. Bristol, Aug 25 


Pet July 26, 


Marshall, Thos Hewison, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Joiner. Pet 
Aug 4. Sunderland, Aug 25 at 12. Robinson, Sunderland. 
Martindale, Ralph, Erdington, Warwick, Comm Agent. Pet Aug 3. 


Birm, Aug 28 at 10. Southall & Nelson, Birm. 

Mitchell, Theohpilus Bartlet, Maiden Newtown, Dorset, Shoemaker. 
Pet Aug 3. Dorchester, Aug 21 at 11. Weston, Dorchester. 

Morris, Wm, Dudley, Worcester, Tailor. Pet Aug 3. Birm, Aug 8 at 
12, Warmington, Dudley. 

Phillips, Francis, Carlisle, Cumberland, Clogger. Pet July 26. Car- 
lisle, Aug 14 atll. Donald, Carlisle. 

Pepperdine, Hy, Lincoln, Timber Merchant. Pet Aug3. Leeds, Aug 
23 at 12. Da’e, Lincoln. 

Povle, Wm, Northampton,*Carpenter. 
26 at 10. Shoosmith, Northampton. 


Pet Aug 5. Northampton, Aug 


Rusher, Joseph, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Stationer. Pet Aug 5. Cardiff, 
Aug 2latll. Griffith, Cardiff. 

Stonier, Horatio, Hanley, Stafford, Engineman. Pet Aug 4. Hanley, 
Aug 26 atl. Sutton, Burslem. 

Tillson, Joseph, Tamworth, Stafford, Innkeeper. let July 3t. Tam- 
worth, Aug 19 at 10. Wood, 

Whitfield, Wm, Ruabon, Denbigh, Grocer. Vet Aug 5. Wrexham, 


Aug 24at li. Croxon, Oswestry. 

Willder, Jas, Bury, Lancaster, Beer Retailer. 
24at9. Anderton, Bury. 

Wilks, John, Skipton, York, Shoemaker. 
19 at 5. Robinson, Settle. 

Wood, Hy, Warrington, Lancaster, File Manufacturer. 
Warrington, Aug 31 at 1}. Moore, Warrington. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tuespay, Aug. 38, 1865. 

Grace, Francis, Oxford, Veterinary Surgeon. July 24. 

Shield, Matthew, Victoria-st, Westminster, Railway Contractor. 
Aug 7. 

Taylor, Joseph, & Benj Taylor, Halifax, York, Woollen Manufacturers. 


Aug 3. 


Pet Aug 2. Bury, Aug 


Pet July 31. Skipton, Aug 


Pet Aug 3. 








NHAMBERS.—WANTED, in Bedford-row, Gray’s- 
J inn, or Lincoln’s-inn-fields, a SET of CHAMBERS, consisting of 
not less than four rooms, on the ground or first floor.—Letters prepaid, 
with full particulars, to be addressed to A. B., at Mr. Sloper’s, 47, Hol- 
born-hill, E.C. 
NLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, &s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s. Gd. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, I4s., I6s., and 18s. per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmone 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
selebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 

er rail. 
. RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pose 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King’s. 










s. d. £ s. £sda £38 a 

Table Forks, per doz...... 110 Qandil 18 28 0 30 0 

Dessert ditto ...sseccceee | 0 Oand! 10 O 115 0 220 

Table Spoons ........ee06 110 Oandl 18 0 238 0 300 

Dessert ditto :. sscccoe § O Comet B @ 115 0 $33 86 
0 


~- 


13 6 10 6 
A Sample Tea Spoon for- 


Tea SPOONS ..secseceseees O12 Oand Od 18 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver. 
warded on receir* of 20 stamps. 


YO SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free, 





» 
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aie TY FIRE OFFICE, ‘No. 50, ‘REGEN tT. 
STREET, and No. 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 
EsTaBLisHeD 1806. 
CaritTaL, £700,000. 
Returns paid to Insured, £287,223. Claims paid since the Establish- 
ment of the Office, £1,348,975, 
TRUSTEES AND DIRECTORS. 
The Hon. Arthur Kinnaird, M.P. Henry B. Churchill, Esq. 
Sir Richard D. King, Bart. Richard Dawson, Esq. 
Sir G. E. Welby Gregory, Bart. The Rev. eneheny’ w. Sibthorp. 
Samuel Veasey, Esq. Frederick Squire, Esq. 
&c., &e., &e. 
Manacineo Dinector.—John A. Beaumont, Esq. 
The Rates of Premium charged by the County Fire Office are upon the 
lowest scale consistent with security to the Insured, 
All Losses are settled with promptitude and liberaiity. 
When a Policy has existed Seven Years, a Rerurn of 25 per cent. on 
one-fourth of the Premiums paid, is declared upon such Policies, 
The Return thus paid at the present time amount to £297,842 
The following Table contains the Names of some of the Policy Holders 
who have participated in these Returns :— 





Policy No, Name and Residence of Insured. 


























138,142 W. F. Riley, Esq...... ecevcccccecces 
156,308 | Messrs. Breadwood, Golden- “SQUATE 2.20000 { 
114,163 W. T. Copeland, Esq., New Bond-street .. 83 2 6 
156,784 Major-General Vyse, Stoke-place, Slough... 70 14 10 
143,872 Peter Thompson, Esq., Frith-street, Soho.... 63 9 1 
99,218 | Sir James J. Hamilton, Bart., Portman-square | 63 0 0 
139,634 John Amor, Esq., New Bond- StIOOl. .cccecse 56 14 0 
69,699 Lady Jane Rodd, Wimpole-street .. 47 0 6 

257,954 | The Rt. Ion, Earl ILowe, Gopsall Hall, Tei S 
tershire . oo err ccces verecercccsecece 4015 0 
49,024 | The Rev. C. “Bart 3 Sarsden, Oxon socccses 39°05 38 
350,497 J. H, Hamilton, Esq. M.P., Abbotstown, Dublin 2917 4 

81,118 | Edward Thornton, Esq., Princes-street, Han- 


over-square eos cece 28 14 0 














CHARLES STEVENS, Secretary. 
Commisston,—The usual Commission of 5 per cent. upon New Policies and 
Renewals, is allowed to Solicitors and other Professional Gentlemen 
introducing business to the County Fire Office. 
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‘ProvipenT LIFE. OFFICE, No. 50, REGENT- 
STREET, LONDON, W. 





EsTABLISHED 1806, 





Invested Capital, £1,660,447. 
Annual Income, £196,956, 
Bonusses Declared, £1,451,157. 
Claims Paid since the Establishment of the Office, £3,736,600, 





President.—Tue Ricur HonougaBie EArt GREY. 





The Profits (subject to a trifling deduction) are divided among the Insured. 





Examples of Bonuses added to Policies issued by 
THE PROVIDENT iE OFFICE. 









No. of Amount with 




















Date of Aneel | Sum 

Policy. | Policy. | Premium. | Insured, |Bonus additions. 
£ sa. d. £ =o 8 @ 
4,718 1823 194 15 10 5,000 10,632 14 2 
3,924 1821 165 4 2 5,000 10,164 19 0 
4,937 1824 205 13 4 4,000 9,637 2 2 
2,946 1818 184 7 6 5,000 9,254 13 5 
5,795 1825 157 1 8 5,000 9,253 5 10 
2,027 1816 12213 4 4,000 8,576 ll 2 
3,944 1821 49 15 10 1,000 2,498 7 6 
788 1808 2918 4 1,000 2,327 13 5 





JOHN HODDINOTT, Secretary. 


The next Division of Profits will take place in April, 1868. Policies 
effected before the Ist January, 1866, will be entitled to share in this 
division. 


Commission.—The usual Professional Commission of 10 per Cent. upon 
the First Premium, and 5 per Cent. upon Renewals, is allowed to So- 
licitors and others, and continued to be paid to the party introducing 
the Assurance. 








| Fiad UNION FIRE 
COMPANY. 
Chief Offices—126, Cuancery Lane, W.C. 


Subscribed C apital—ONE. M MILLION STERLING. 
The Fire and Life Departments are under one management, but with 
separate Funds and Accounts. 


Chairman—Sir WILLIAM FOSTER, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Mr, Serjeant MANNING, Q.A.S. 


FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

Capital £750,000, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

Business consists of the best classes of risks. 

Insurants will be allowed the full benefit of the Reduction of Duty. 

Claims settled promptly and liberally. 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

Capital £250,900, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

PREMIUMS MODERATE. 

A Bonus every five years. Next Bonus in 1869. At the Division of 
Profits in 1864, the Reversionary Bonus amounted to from 15 to 50 per 
cent. per annum on the Premiums paid, varying with the ages of the 
Insured. 

Copies of the Directors’ Report and Balance-sheet, and every informa- 
tion, may be obtained at the Chief Office, or of any of the Agents of the 
Company. FRANK McGEDY, Secretary 

CCIDE NTS S to Life or Limb, in the F ield, the 

Streets, or at Home, provided for by a Policy of the R AILWAY 

PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY, 64, Cornhill, London, 
“Compensation has been paid for 10,000 Claims. 

£1,000 in case of Death. 

£6 per week while laid up by Injury, secured by an Annual Payment 
ot trom £3 to £5 5s, 

For particulars apply to the Clerks at the Railway Stations, to the 
Local Axents, or at the Offices, 64, ee and 10, REGENT- 

T . VIAN, Secretary. 














ANNUITIES AND REVERSIONS. 
* REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


68, Chancery-lane, London. 
CuainMAN—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., M.P., Recorder of London. 
Depury-Cuatrman—Sir W, J. Alexander, Bart., Q.C. 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred An- 
nuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent Interests, 

Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 

Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments, 
granted on favourable terms, 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, 
he had at the office. 





and ail further information, may 
C. B. CLABON, See. 





N ANTED, by the LIFE INVES’ ‘MENT, 
MORTGAGE, and ASSURANCE COMPANY (Limited), DIS- 
TRICT SUPERINTENDENTS of AGENTS for several localities in 
England and Scotland. Middle-aged men preferred.—Apply, Head Office, 
8, New Lbridge-street, Blackfriars, EDWIN YELLAND, Manager. 


——EE = 


and LIFE INSURANCE 








LOANS ON ON DEBENTURES. 
OHN BROWN & COMPANY (LIMITED). 


Capital One Million, in 10,000 Shares of £100 each. 

The Directors are prepared to RECEIVE LOANS for periods not ex- 
ceeding seven years, at 5 per cent., on the Security of their Debentures, 

The Security consists of uncalled Capital to the extent of £600,000, 
with all the extensive and valuable property belonging to the Company. 

It affords a most ample and safe investment for trust and other 
moneys, a!l the shares being held by responsible persons. Interest pay- 
able half-yearly. 

Apply to the Secretary, at the Company's Offices, Atlas Steel Spring 
and Iron Works, Sheffield. 

JOHN HEWETT, Secretary, 


N -ERSEY DOCK ESTATE.— LOANS OF 
alt MONEY.—The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board hereby give 
NOTICE, that they are willing to receive LOANS OF MONEY on the 
security of their Bonds, at the rate of Four Pounds Ten Shillings per 
centum per annum, interest, for periods of Three, Five, or Seven Years. 
Interest warrants for the whole term, payable half-yearly at the Bankers 
of the Board in Liverpool, or in London, will be issued with each bond. 
Communications to be addressed to George J. Jeffersou, Esq., Treasurer, 
Dock-oftice, Liverpooi. 
By order of the Board, 
Dock-office, Liverpool, July 20, 1865. 





JOHN HARRISON, Secretary, 





In the Press. 


MNNHE LAW OF FIRE INSURANCE. By C. J. 
BUNYON, M.A., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, Author 
of the Law of Life Assurance, &c. 
London: Cakes & Epwin Layton, Fleet-street, Depot for Books on 
Assurance, Fire, Life, and Marine. 





Now ready, price 7s., 


A TREATISE ON ARRANGEMENTS WITH 

CREDITORS under the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, with Precedents, 
to which are added the Sections of the Bankruptcy Acts, 1849 and 1861, 
and the Rules and Orders relating thereto, with a full index. By 
WILLIAM DOWNES GRIFFITH, of the Inner Temple, Esq., Barrister- 
at-Law. 

London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane; Stevens & Sons, Bell-yard, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 


Price Is., free by post, 


HE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL CONVEYAN- 
CERS’ STAMP DUTIES, By FREDERICK STROUD, Author of 
“ The County Court Practice in Bankruptcy,” ‘‘ The Practical Law of 
Bills of Sale,” &c. 





_London: 59, Carey- -street, Lincoln’s- ‘inn, W. Cc. 
In one volume, crown 8vo, price 3s. 

A DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 

Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esq., of 

Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 


TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 





